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RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES OF THE 
GOVERNMENT. 

The following resolution was submitted by Mr. 

BENTON; which was read and ordered to be || 
rinted: 

P Resolved, That the President be requested to 

cause information to be laid before the Senate, at | 

the commencement of the next session of Con- || 

gress, on the following points: 

1. The amount of revenue which may be re- 
duced on dutiable articles without affecting the 

rotection intended to be continued by the act of 
Mareti 2, 1833, to domestic manufactures. 

9. The amount of net revenue which will prob- 
ably be received from customs from 1836 to 1842, 
inclusively. 

3. The amount of revenue which will probably 
be received from public lands for the same period, 
if no change takes place in the price of the lands. 

4. The amount of revenue from the same source, 
if the price of the refuse lands should be reduced, 
and the Jands should be so disposed of as to pro- 
mote the settlement of the country, and should 
cease to be a source of revenue, except to defray 
the expenses of their management, and of extin- 
guishing the Indian titles. 

5. The times and proportions in which the 
amount of stock held in the Bank of the United 
States will probably be returned to the Treasury, 
if no act is passed by Congress for the sale of said || 
stock. 

6. The probable amount of the expenditures of 
the Government annually to the end of the year 
1842. 





7. The state of the fortifications; so as to show || 


the number of forts of the first, second, and third 
classes, now constructed in the United States; the 
number heretofore proposed and recommended by 
the War Department, but not yet constructed; and 
the number which would probably be necessary 
to the complete and adequate defence of the lake, 
maritime, and gulf frontier of the United States, 
and such points of the land frontier as may be 
believed to require permanent fortifications. 

8. The amount expended since 1816, in con- 
structing forts, and the amount that would proba- 


bly be necessary to complete the construction of | 


the entire system of permanent fortifications for 
the United States. 

9. The amount which has been expended since 
1816 in providing for the armament of the fortifi- 
cations; and the amount which would probably 
be necessary to complete the armament of all the 
fortresses required for the defence of the United 
States. 

10. Theamount which would probably be neces- 
sary to construct an adequate number of armories 
and arsenals in the United States, and to supply 
the States, with field artillery (especially brass 
pieces) for their militia, and with side-arms and 
pistols for their cavalry. 

11. The amount expended since 1816 on the 
gradual increaseof the Navy, on navy-yards, and 
dock-yards; and the amount necessary to be ex- 
pended on each of these objects, to place the naval 
defence of the United States upon the footing of 
strength and respectability which is due to the 
security and to the welfare of the Union. 

12. And that the President be requested tocause 
to be communicated to the Senate, at the same 
time, any other information connected with the 
revenue and expenditure of the Government, and 
with the defence of the Union, which shall come 
within the scope of the foregoing inquiries, on 
which, in his ip rae shall be necessary to be 
communicated, 


REDUCTION OF DUTIES. 


The following resolution, submitted on Monday 
by Mr. CALHOUN, was taken up and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
directed to report to the Senate, at the com- 
mencement of the next session of Congress, what 
duties under twenty per cent. ad valorem, as pro- 
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| Office, was also taken up, and on his motion it 


| is reason to believe the officers who received their 
| commutation were not entitled to it, &c., was 
| taken up and agreed to. 


| 
| 
} 
| 
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vided by the sixth section of the act of the 2d of 
March, 1833, entitled ‘* An act to modify the act 
of the 14th of July, 1832, and all other acts im- 
posing duties on imports,”’ can be reduced or re- 


| pealed consistently with a due regard to the manu- 
| facturing interest; and an estimate of the probable 


amount of the reduction. 
DEBTS OF THE POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. HILL’S resolutions relative to the validity 
and binding nature of the debts of the Post Office 


| Department, were, on his motion, postponed to 


and made the special order for Tuesday next. 
POST OFFICE AFFAIRS. 


The resolution submitted some days since by 
r. SMITH, relative to the affairs of the Post 


was made the special order for the same day. 
OFFICERS’ COMMUTATION. 
The resolution submitted on Tuesday by Mr. | 


| HILL, calling upon the Secretary of the Treasury 
| for information, whether the evidence of payments 


of commutation have been lost, and whether there 


THE CUMBERLAND ROAD. 


The bill making appropriations for the continua- 
tion and repair of the Cumberland road, was read | 
the third time and passed. 


DUTIES ON RAILROAD IRON. 


The ents to consider, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, the bill authorizing a remis- 
sion of duties on all railroad cars and car-irons, 


| which were ordered prior to the Ist January last. 


Mr. HILL asked that some good reason might 


| be given by the committee why the bill should 


| the public had a direct interest. It was not sim 
| for the benefit of the large companies. 


| on the table. 





ass. 
“ Mr. TYLER said he thought the bill explained | 
itself. 

Mr. HILL said his objection was, that he did 
not know why these large companies should be 
exempt from the payment of duties rather than | 
individuals. 

Mr. TYLER said this was a subject in which 


ply | 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN said he saw no) 
reason for the remission of duties upon these arti- | 
ticles, or that they should be refunded if they had | 
been paid. Our iron establishments were quite | 
sufficient to supply all the demand for those arti- 


| cles, as he had been informed by a manufacturer, | 


and at areasonable price. Why then should we || 
prefer the foreign manufacture to our domestic 
establishments. He moved that the bill be laid 


The motion was agreed to. 


THE HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


The Senate then preceeded to the consideration 
of the joint’ resolution reported by the Library 
Committee, authorizing the purchase of five hun- 
dred copies of Carey & Lea’s History of Con- 

ress. 

. Mr. HILL asked the committee to give some |, 
reason why this bill should pass. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, expressed a wish that 
the bill might be permitted to lie on the table until 


| 


the Senate, relative to the amount of printing au- | 
thorized by Congress, could be had. It was essen- | 
tial, to enable us to act understandingly on this | 
subject, that the information called for should be | 
obtained; it was indispensable. With regard to 


| the value of this work, (Mr. K. said,) it might be 


a good and useful work, and it might be, like | 
many others we had purchased, totally useless | 
and worthless. 
Mr. POINDEXTER enlarged upon the merits | 
of the work; he said it could not progress with- 
out the patronage of the Government. It was of |, 


| this subject at 
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great utility to every statesman, because it con 
tained the whole history and proceedings of Cun- 
gress and the Government in a condensed form, 
and gentlemen could not afford to purchase it for 
their private libraries. 

Mr. BENTON said, that about seven years ago, 
the Senate purchased one of those works called a 
Political Register, and he took occasion to look 
into it to examine it closely, and found it to bea 
complete exemplification of the suggestio fa/si and 
suppressio veri. Many things were omitted which 
members said, and many things were put into 
their mouths which they never did say. So far 


| as he himself was concerned, (Mr. B. said,) it 


contained a general libel onhim. He locked over 
the Register of the last session, and he believed 
that in the matter that there appeared under his 


| Name, there was not one paragraph which was 


not more or less a downright falsification of what 
he said, and there was hardly a sentiment in it, or 
a fact stated in it, which he actually said. There 
were two papers in this city, the Telegraph and 
National Intelligencer, both of which, three or four 
years ago, were very obliging tohim. They both 


| uniformly published his speeches, and whenever 
he desired alterations to be made in them, they 


did it very obligingly; and whenever he wanted 
to improve them, (and he did not hesitate to say 
that he did improve them,) they cheerfully con- 
sented toit. But within the last three years, both 
those papers had entirely changed their conduct 
towards him. One of them, the National Intel- 
ligencer, refused, out and out, to publish one of 
his speeches against the Bank of the United States, 
Yes, sir, they refused to publish his main speech. 
on the ground that it was too long, and when he 
afterwards offered to abridge it, they totally refused 
to publish it, while they published everything that 
was said on the other side. The Telegraph did 
the same thing, and the gentlemen on the other 
side not only saw the notes, but the proofs too. 
ith respect to the proposition now before the 
Senate to buy these books, he perceived there the 


| name of one of the employees of the Bank of the 


United States, and he had received information 
from Philadelphia that these persons were busily 
engaged last winter in keeping and fomenting the 
panic which was in a course of preparation and 
performance. He was opposed to this proposi- 
tion, because, among other reasons, this History 
of the Congress of the United States by Cary & 
Lea, was a history of Congress by the Bank of 
the United States. This was all he had to say on 
is time. ~But with regard to thie 
business of priffting in the Senate, it exceeded all 
the other abuses of the Government, including the 
Post Office, put together. In 1819 the expenses 


| for printing amounted to fifteen thousand dollars; 


while last year, he believed, it amounted to one 
hundred and fifty thousand dollars! And propo- 
sitions for single jobs passed here, almost without 
opposition, incurring an expenditure equal to the 
whole sum paid in 1819. He took the opportu- 


|| nity now to give notice that as often as proposi- 

| tiens were introduced here for extra jobs, he would 
|| be brought to his feet, and on the subject of this 
| great and crying abuse, he would show them to 


the country in all their enormity. And also show 
that, while we were seeking to remove the’mote 
from the eye of others, we would not perceive the 


|, beam in our own, 
| the information called for from the Secretary of | 


Mr. KING, of Georgia, said that, where prop- 
ositions had been made to purchase works, In 
this way, he always purchased them with his 
own money. But the value and usefulness of 
them would vanish like a sprite, if a proposition 


| should be introduced-to make the expenditure for 


them out of our own pockets. He did not know 
the value of this work, as he before remarked. 
But he did know that it would be very expensive. 
Honorable gentlemen agréed that such works were 
necessary to us in the discharge of our legislative 
duties. If they were so, be wouid be willing to 
vote money enough to purchase a sufficient num- 
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ber for our purpose. He would go es high as | 


fifty copies to be placed in the Library. And surely || 
this was a liberal number. If the resolution was | 
thus modified, he would support it. He was not | 
in favor of purchasing them for the members to | 
be taken home and used for their individual pur- |, 
poses. We had already engaged in a work for 
which we were to pny four hundred and twenty | 
thousand dollars, at least, and which had it not 
been for the commendable zeal and care of the 
committee lust year, would have cost the Govern- 
ment at least three millions. 

Mr. HILL said he had made some calculation of 
the cost of books and maps and printing ordered | 
ata single session of Congress, leaving out several 
items of former purchases, which have been sup- | 
plied to present members. 

lam told the printing alone ordered to be ex- 
ecuted by the printer of the Senate at the last ses- | 
sion of Congress, amounts by computation to the 
enormous sum of $120,000. 

This is more than ten times the amount of the 
printing ordinarily directed by this body in other 
times, when the Senate was not at war with the 
Executive, and when the printer was friendly to | 
the Administration and the voice of the people. It 
amounts to an average of $2,500 to each of the | 
forty-eight members of the Senate. 

Besides this, there were ordered and paid for, || 
according to the statement of the Clerk, printed | 
and laid upon our tables at the commencement of 
the session, the following articles: 


For newspapers.........+++ cessecceee $OS2 18 | 
George Watterston’s Statistical Tables... 20 00 || 
Jonathan Elliot, for Directories........ 38 62 | 


William Cranch, Index to District Re- 
POT. coecccccccccccccccccsecsseses JUN 00 | 
Thomas & Homans, Pennsylvania Re- 
NE cikinenn warm sooss. 40-35 | 
Jonathan Elliot, Debates on the Consti- || 
MEON cccncemsveccccsssvescecseses 215:O0 | 
Jonathan Elliot, Diplomatic Code...... 99 00 | 
Gales & Seaton, Register of Debates ... 1,940 00 
Paid for selecting and arranging papers 


ee 


| 
} 


| 


for Land Documents and State Papers. 1,250 00 
David A. Hali’s History of Bank of the 





United States. .csvrscccccccccccsces 150 00 || 
To Ames & Son, paper for map | 
of Narragansett bay........ $376 20 
William I. Stone, for printing do. 320 00 | 
E. Gilman, joining do......... 100 00 | 
796 20 || 
John Kennedy, District Laws......... 3 00| 
George Templeman, four copies Laws.. 112 00 | 
| 


Gales & Seaton, for thirteen copies eight || 
volumes State Papers, $11 25 each... 1,172 00 | 
$7,092 25 |) 

This will add $145 75 for each member of the 


Senate. 

And still further: ¢50,000 saieety for Gales & 
Seaton’s State Papers, and $50,000 expenditure on 
Clarke and Force’s Docamentary History, would 
average to the two hundred and ninety-one Sen- 
ators, Representatives, and Delegates, for the | 
year, $340 each; and would make in the whole, | 
$2,985 75 to each member of the Senate, as the | 
expense of books and printing for a single year. 

Of the items I have called over, one or two are 
deserving comment. One of the departments 
had procured as a matter of favor to that part of | 
Rhode Island and Providence Plantations, and at | 
a great expense, the survey, engraving, and fur- 
nishing, a map of Narragansett bay, a sufficient | 
quantity to answer all! ordinary purposes. This 
was not enough. Senators living in distant States, || 
who had as little to do with Narragansett bay as || 
they had with Winnipisseogee lake and bay, or 
any other distant water, must be furnished with 
additional copies of an unwieldy map; and $800 | 
more are expended in printing and furnishing an || 
extra number of these for the forty-eight Sena- 





tors. 

The thirteen copies or sets, eight volumes each, 
of Gales & Seaton’s State Papers, also call for 
comment. 1 was surprised at the last session, 
when I was informed that the whole seven hun- 
dred and fifty copies of Gales & Seaton’s State 
Papers, furnished for Congress, had already been 
disposed of, and that a purchase must be made 


|| Seaton, and that of Clarke and Force, will amount 


| low: 
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of additional numbers to supply new members. | 
The eight volumes purchased cost only about the || 
sum of ninety dollars for each set; and when the || 
twenty volumes come to be completed, if the pub- || 
lishers shall not see fit to raise the price,—which | 
will depend on circumstances,—the added expense 
for each new member, for this one article, will 
be $225. ] 


1} 


This work of Gales & Seaton, it should be rec- 
ollected, originated in this manner: They at first 
published in their newspaper proposals for print- || 
ing a Compilation of Congressional Documents. || 
After several ineffectual attempts, at last a res- 
olution passes, per fas et nefas, both Houses of |, 


| Congress, authorizing a subscription of seven hun- || 


dred and fifty copies, embracing a period of time || 
down to 1815. This subscription of Congress || 
obtained, it is believed not a single additional sub- | 
scriber was sought for or procured. 

Afterwards an additional resolution is passed, | 
extending the time, and limiting the extension to 
eight additional volumes. The price paid in each 
instance is fixed to the price paid to the printers 


_of Congress for the ordinary printing of the two || 


Houses. This price is from twenty-five to fifty | 


per cent. higher than the same work would cost | 


in Philadelphia, in New York, in Boston, and in 
several other places. And the money thrown 
nway in price overpaid on this work of Gales & 


to between two and three hundred thousand dol- 
lars! 

I will state the items of three contracts on which | 
from two to three hundred thousand dollars are | 
absolutely thrown away, made by resolutions 
which have, in some way—those interested can 
tell how—been carried through Congress, when |, 
perhaps one member in ten did not understand 
either their tendency or extent. They are as fol- | 


Gales & Seaton’s American State Papers, 20 vol- 
ums, 750 copies, probable cost $10,000 each 
VOLUME. . .- 0 coe ccccccceccscccss+ +0. $200,000 

Clarke and Force’s Documentary Fiist- 
ory, 30 to 40 volumes, calculated to be 
confined to the cost Of....++.2+.+eee+ 400,000 | 

Duff Green for printing Land Laws, in- 
dependent of other printing ordered 
exclusively by the Senate, 16 volumes, 


60,000 | 


$660,000 


Two, if not three, of the last named volumes, | 
I am informed, will be a reprint of the very vol- | 
umes to be executed by Gales & Seaton! 

The art of working through Congress resolu- 
tions or acts, favorable to those whom they are | 
intended to benefit, could not be better exemplified 


| 
| 


| than in those directing the publication of books by | 


the pet printers and publishers for both Houses 
of Congress. Gales & Seaton, it is understood, | 
printed for Congress seven hundred and fifty || 
copies, and received of Congress entire pay for 
preparation and composition and distribution of || 
the types, using the same types and composition 
to print for themselves seven hundred and fifty | 
other copies. The resolution requires that the 
members of the Twenty-First and T'wenty-Second 
Congress shall be supplied with the books; the 
consequence is, before this work is half way 
through the press, the seven hundred and fifty | 
copies are all taken up; the $200,000 appropriation | 
is all ran through; and at each successive session | 
of Congress, to supply new members, the Secre- | 
tary of the Senate or Clerk of the House is obliged 
to go to the publishers and pay them just what | 
price they oak for additional numbers. Thirteen | 
sets of these additional numbers were bought for | 
the Senate last session, and I am told from one || 
hundred and twenty-five to one hundred and fifty | 
additional sets of the same work were required for | 
the House of Representatives. 
The resolutions require that the members of the | 
Twenty-First and T'wenty-Second Congress shall | 
be supplied; with just as much propriety might | 
the resolution provide that members of the First | 
Congress, or members of forty years ago, should | 
be supplied with Gales & Seaton’s State Papers, | 
as that members of the Twenty-First Congress, | 


| who were here four years ago, should be sup- | 


plied. And I would not be at all surprised here- 





dollars ! 
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after, to find members of each and every Congress 
or the ‘* heirs and legal representatives” of mem. 
bers of Congress coming in here and claiming for 
each, copies of these State Papers, or the value of 
such State Papers, ‘‘ with interest’? for the whole 
time of delay. 

It will be seen that the resolution despatches at 
once the seven hundred and fifty copies; and the 
new Congresses of two terms more will nearly or 


—_ consume the additional seven hundred ‘and 


fty copies, for which Gales & Seaton get pay, as 
if printed at their own expense, while the greatest 


| half of the expense of printing has been paid by 


Congress. 

It was admitted on all hands at the last session 
that Congress had been taken in by the bargain 
which had been made with Clarkeand Force for the 
Documentary History; and it was thought to bea 
momentous affair to procure the assent of those 
gentlemen to such terms as would limit the whole 
expense of this printing to four hundred thousand 
But the gist of the matter did not then 
appear. The act of Congress which authorizes 
the contract with Clarke and Force directs the dis- 
tribution of those volumes to the members of the 
Twenty-First and Twenty-Second Congress, in the 
same manner as the State Papers are distributed; 
and this too when not even the first volume of the 
Documentary History has yet been printed. So 


_ that Clarkeand Force’s first seven hundred and fifty 


copies have all been disposed of to old members 


| and others before the existence of the Twenty- 


Third or present Congress; and if this Congress 
or its successors obtain any, it must be by pur- 
chase of the extra copies; and Clarke and Force, 
long before their work shall be completed, will 
have made sale, at their own price, of double that 
number which the act of Congress had provided 
for. The members of Congress who were not 
here when the act passed, who are no longer 
members, and who have no stronger claim to 


| them than any and every man, woman, and child- 


‘*from snowy white to sooty,’’ in the country, 
are to be supplied with their twenty, thirty, or 


| forty volumes of Documentary History of the 


Revolution. The restriction to four hundred thou- 
sand dollars for the seven hundred and fifty copies 
virtually amounts to nothing, if we do not put a 
stop to furnishing members of Congress with all 
the books that have been furnished their prede- 
cessors. If that practice continues, there can be 
no limit either as to numbers or amount of ex- 
pense. Gales & Seaton and Clarke and Force ma 

just as well print two thousand, or three thousand, 


| as seven hundred and fifty copies; and both are 
_— as safe in estimating the amount they will 


nally take from the Treasury, in the one instance 
ata half, and in the other at a whole million of 
dollars, as at two hundred and four hundred 
thousand dollars each. 
Mr. President, the gift and distribution of books 
to members of Congress, even of such books as 


appertain to our duties as legislators, are of little 


advantage to the public interests. I have heard of 
members of Congress offering their books for sale 
in this city, and disposing of them at one-tenth or 
one-twentieth theircost. [am told there are books 
now on sale at one or more places in the city fur- 


| nished by members of Congress for that purpose. 
If the friends of this mode of distribution 


oubt 
the fact, they have it in their power to disprove 
it by appointing a committee to investigate the 
matter. But, sir, in the main, the books are car- 
ried to the homes of the respective members, and 
never returned here. Having occasion recently to 
look into the volumes of State Papers on the sub- 
ject of foreign relations, and containing the several 
treaties and negotiations with France, it was more 
than a week before I was able to procure the use 
of the two volumes on those subjects. If books 
are procured at all for the use of members, they 
ought to be retained in the Library, to be used by 
the successors, as well as by the present members 
of Congress. In such an event, a small number 


would answer all our purposes; and we should 
not have occasion to spend the millions which 
have been, and are to be, lavished on pet printers, 
whose best recommendation to the favor of Con- 
gress seems to have been their violence as parti- 
sans and editors 6f newspapers op 
great body of freemen of the 


ed to the 


nited States, and to 








1835. 


that Administration 
have elected. 


Sir, the money thrown away in extra patronage 
to printers and publishers within this District 


who are opposed to the Administration—the money 


paid them over and above what would have been | 
the actual cost of printing in other places—would | 
be sufficient to relieve the Post Office Department | 


from all its embarrassments, and to enable at to 
ay all its contractors promptly. And such is 
the flourishing condition of this department, even 


under all the embarrassments which have been | 


thrown upon it, that it would be able to repay 
any loan that might be made in a very few years. 
{f 1 were to point to any instance of squandering 
money in this Government that most deserved 
reprehension, f would turn the public attention to 
those acts of the two Houses of Congress which 
have thrown or will throw away more than a MIL- 
LION OF MONEY On printers and publishers within 
this District distinguished for no other merit than 


that of having virulently opposed the repeated | 
choice and voice of the people of the United | 


States. 


I hope this resolution will be arrested by a | 


decided majority of the Senate, and that no other 
resolution of a similar tenor will be permitted to 
pass, 

There was another resolution laid on the table 


the other day, for furnishing Gales & Seaton’s | 


Debates to the new members. 

On inquiry of the Secretary of the Senate, I 
find the quantity of Registers of Debates already 
published is twelve volumes, and that the cost of 
these twelve volumes is fifty-six dollars. There 


are, I believe, four new members of the Senate to | 


be supplied, and the whole amount of cost under 


this resolution will be two hundred and twenty- || 


four dollars 


The argument heretofore urged in favor of 


similar resolutions has been, that the old members, 


having themselves been supplied, would discover | 


themselves to be both selfish and ungenerous now 
to vote against supplying the new members. As 
applied to myself, [ acknowledge no validity or 
propriety in that argument. 
voted, whenever I had opportunity, against an 


and every proposition for supplying myself with | 


books; and the acceptance of those books has in 
no instance been with mea voluntary act. 

Now, Mr. President, whether the proposition 
be to furnish a member with books eosting one 


dollar or one hundred thousand dollars, I contend | 
against it here, and at all other times, so far as it | 


ehall be prudent to contend. I contend against 
the practice of voting books for our own indi- 
vidual use—books which are regularly carried 
away at the end of each session of Congress, and 


which are never, or rarely ever used here, for any’) 


public purpose whatever. 
I need not advert, Mr. President, to the com- 


parative worthlessness of the volumes which the | 
They are like | 
mber—much less valuable than | 
volumes of old newspapers that make any preten- | 
sions at all to a fairand impartial detail of events. 
The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Benron] has | 
showed the great injustice which has been done | 
to the proceedings and speeches in the Senate in 
these volumes. I scarcely need inform the Senate, | 
that the volumes proposed to be purchased em- || 
brace no part of the three last sessions of Congress. |, 
There might be some little pretence of their use- 
roceedings and | 
debates. But they do not reach within about three | 
years of the last proceedings of Congress. To 
purchase them now, must accommodate only the 
— who are paid their own price. They are 
ardly worth one-tenth of the price paid for them, 
and would sell at auction scarcely above that price. | 
If it be proper, in any place, and on any occa- | 


resolution aie to procure. 
so much old lu 


fulness, if they embraced late 


. 


s10n, to resist the purchase, for the private use of | 
members of Congress, of books, or other articles | 
which may be convenient to them, by taking and | 
&ppropriating therefor the money in the public 
treasury, it is proper, in this place, and on this {| 
occasion, to contend against it. There will be the 
at the next session of Congress, and 
ns, to purchase these books, || 
and will be no less invidious for 


same reason, 
at all succeeding sessions, 
as there is now; 


old members then to oppose it, than now. 





which that body of freemen || 


I have invariably | 
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{ would consider it an act of magnanimity if | 


new members would step forward and declare 
themselves willing to exercise a first act of self- 
denial in this respect. 

When Mr. HILL had concluded, the hour for 
the special orders having arrived, on motion of Mr. 
CALHOUN, the resolution was laid on the table. 

CUSTOM-HOUSE OFFICERS. 

The Senate then resumed, as in Committee of 
the Whole, the consideration of the bill fixing the 
number and salaries of the custom-house officers 
of the United States. 

Mr. BIBB offered an amendment increasing the 
salary of the collector for the district of Sandusky, 
from $400 to $600. 

Mr. SILSBEE opposed the amendment, on the 
ground, that if this alteration was made, others of 
a similar class must also be made. The commit- 
tee (he said) had regulated these salaries as well as 
they could be at present. 

Mr. CALHOUN hoped the bill would be suf- 
fered to progress, without being overloaded with 
amendments. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, thought if this amend- 
ment prevailed it would destroy the whole bill. 
He thought the sum sufficient, where the duty 
required was so little. Butasmall part of the time 
was necessarily occupied. 

. After some further remarks by Mr. SILSBEE, 
the question was put, and the amendment rejected. 

Mr. ROBBINS then proposed to raise the selary 
of the collector at Newport, Riiode Island, from 
$1,500 to $1,800. 

Mr. SILSBEE objected; and after some little 
discussion between Mr. ROBBINS and Mr.SILS- 
BEE, the question was put on the proposed 

| amendment, and decided in the negative. 
So the amendment was rejected. 


His honorable colleague and 
himself had received complaints and memorials in 


| pose an amendment. 


| 
| 
| timore. He moved to strike out * ten’’ and insert 
|| §* fourteen’’as the number of permanent inspectors; 
and that ‘‘two”’ be inserted instead of ** six,’ for 
| temporary inspectors. He believed there was no 
| port in the world where the vigilance of inspectors 
was more needed than at Baltimore, as the pecu- 
liar situation of the place afforded opportunities 
for evading the laws. 

Mr. SILSBEE said he thought no district in the 
|| country was better provided for than Baltimore. 
| He then went on to show that other places, equally 


footing, even where the revenues were greater. 
The debate was continued at some length by 


| after which, the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. WRIGHT then offered an amendment as 
|, an additional section to the bill, authorizing naval 


| officers each to depute a clerk, who might sign | 


papers in the absence of the officer. 


agreed to. 

Mr. KENT then proposed so to amend the bill 
|| as to allow the collector at Georgetown $900 in- 
stead of $800. 

.Mr. SILSBEE objected. 

The question being put, the amendment was not 
agreed to. 

Mr. PORTER proposed to allow the collector 
of the district of Teche $700 instead of $300, but 
| the Senate rejected the proposition. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, said, he perceived by 
the bill the six districts of Georgia were reduced 
| to three. He proposed adding a fourth, at St. 

Mary’s. He felt jealous of the sister State, South 


|| districts, her nullification notwithstanding. 
The amendment was rejected. 
amended by inserting the word ‘*Teche’’ after 
‘© Mobile,’”’ in the fourth section, in order to allow 
office rent to the collector at Teche. 

Mr. KNIGHT proposed to equalize the salaries 


| he withdrew his motion. 

Mr. SHEPLEY then offered several amend- 
ments with regard to salaries of collectors, &c., in 
the State of Maine. . 


! 


Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH rose, he said, to pro- | 


regard to the proposed changes at the port of Bal- | 


exposed with Baltimore, were placed on the same | 


Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH and Mr. SILSBEE; | 


0 objection being made, the amendment was | 


Carolina, which had been suffered to retain all her | 


On motion of Mr. PORTER, the bill was. 


of the collectors at Newport and Bristol, giving || 
| $1,650 to each; but some objections being made, || 
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Mr. S. said he was not in favor of high salaries, 
but when he considered the extensive sea-coast, 
and the frontiers bounded for more than six hun- 
dred miles by the British possessions, he felt as 


though justice wes noi done to the State. The 
shipping of Maine was confined in a great measure 


| to the coasting trade, but the committee in their 


estimate had confined themselves mostly to the 
revenues of the poris. Besides the coasting trade, 
a large number of fishing vessels were constantly 
passing and repassing between our ports and those 
of the British provinces, and it was highly neces- 
sary that all those vessels should be inspected. In 
order to have this done, the Government must pay 
the officers enough to enable them to devote their 
time to the business. The northern ports, of all 
others, were the most favorable for smuggling, and 
should be strictly guarded. ie 

The debate was continued at some length be- 
tween Mr. SILSBEE, Mr. TOMLINSON, and 
Mr. SHEPLEY. 

The question was then put; and the amend- 
ments rejected. 

Mr. NAUDAIN offered someslight amendment; 
which was rejected. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate, and 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

On motion of Mr. CALHOUN, all the orders 
previous to the bills reported by the select com- 
mittee on executive patronage were postponed, 
and he then gave notice that to-morrow, at one 
o’clock, he would move to take up the bill to re- 
peal the four years’ law. 

Mr. KENT moved that, for the balance of the 
session, the standing hour of meeting of the Sen- 
ate shall be e’even o’clock, which was disagreed 
to 


The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuvrsvay, February 12, 1835. 

Mr. BANKS, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported a joint resolution authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to settle the claim of 0. H. 
Dibble; which was read twice, and ordered to be 
engrossed. 

Mr. McKINLEY, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported a bill to establish branches 


|| of the Mint of the United States; which was read 


twice and committed. 
Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on the Public 
| Lands, reported a bill granting a bounty in lands 
to the organized militia-men, mounted militia-men, 
| and rangers, who defended the frontier during the 
late war with Great Britain; which was read the 
first time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS moved that the bill be re- 
jected. 

Mr. W. wished to assign, in a few worda, the 
reasons why he was opposed to the passage of 
| this bill. It would create hopes and expectations 

which the true interests and policy of the Govern- 
ment would never permit to be realized. It pro- 
posed to grant a bounty, in lands, to a class of 
troops regularly employed by the Government, in 
a contingent service, and who, in consequence of 
the peculiar duties required of them, were aliowed 
a per diem allowance of one dollar each. If the 
principles of the bill were ndopted, there would 
| be at least one hundred thousand applications to 
| this House for similar donations of land. He did 
| not see why the troops for which this bill provided 
should be entitled to more pay than the other mi- 
litia who were engaged in the public service. He 
believed that the militia on the Atlantic border, 
| during the late war, performed more arduous du- 
ties than any other troops in theservice. If, there- 
|| fore, this bounty was to be extended, the militia 
| generally would be as much entitled to it as those 
| who were embraced in the bill. He repeated, that 
if the principles of the bill were recognized, it would 
'| have a tendency to induce at least one hundred 
| thousand applications for a similar bounty in lands. 
|| It was for the purpose of cutting off the delusive 
hopes which might be thus created, that he had 
been induced to make the motion that the bill be 
rejected. 
Mr. CASEY said he would not trespass upon 
|| the time of the House by entering into an exami- 
'| nation of the claims of those persons who were 
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intended to be benefited by the bill. The subject | 
had been brought to the consideration of the House 
by a memorial of the Legislature of Illinois. It 
head been some time before the Committee on the 
Public Lands, fully matured, and a lengthy report 
on the subject accompanied the bill now under 
consideration. He hoped the bill would be per- 
mitted to take its ueual course—that it would be 
ren! a second time and committed, and, together 
with the report, printed. It would not be difficult 
to show the difference between the class of troops 
referred to by the gentleman from North Carolina 
(Mr. Wittsams] and those who were embraced 
in tbe provisions of the bill. But he would not 
pursue the subject at present, in the hope that 
the bill would be suffered to take the usual course, 
and, that at the proper time, it would come up for 
discuesion. 

Mr. CLAY aaid the gentleman from North Car- 
olina (Me. Witisams]} seemed disposed to treat 
this measure most unceremoniously. The pro- 
visions of the bill were certainly not so shocking 
as to require its instantaneous rejection. ‘The gen- 
tleman was wholly mistaken in supposing that this 
bill would encourage the numerous applications 
from other portions of the militia to which he had 
referred for a similar bounty in lands. ‘There was 
& most essential difference between the ordinary 
militia-men and that class of troops embraced in 
the bill. The former generally served but three 
months, and perhaps, in a single instance, six 
months, while the latter were bound to serve 
twelve months, and did serve for that period. 
‘They served as long as a portion of the regulars, 
who received a bounty, as well as he recollected. 
He contended that the mounted rangers had an 
advantage over the infantry. ‘They were bound, 
as he understood, to futnish their own horses, 
arms, and provisions. Nor had the former any 
advantage over the regular troops. 

Mr. C. said the House was not now called upon | 
to determine the merits of the bill. The only 
question was, whether the proposition was so pal- 
pably absurd and monstrous as to cause the House 
to retuse to entertain it atthethreshold. He was 
not prepared to say how he should eventually vote 
upon this measure. Let it be examined and 
matured, and if it should be deemed proper, let 
us (said Mr. C.) not withhold from the merit- 
orious citizen soldier that which he may be justly 
entitled to. He hoped, therefore, that the bill 
would be read a second time and committed. 

Mr. CHILTON expressed a hope that a bill, | 
80 meritorious in its character, would not be so 
cavalierly disposed of by rejecting it on its first 
reading. While he would be opposed to extend- 
ing the provisions of the bill to all those who were 
engaged in the service during the late war, he 
would be extremely gratified if those in indigent 
circumstances, who had fought the battles of the 
late war, could receive a bounty in land, for the 
purpose of securing to themselves, and their fami- 
lies,a home, which they were unable to purchase. 
The bill was not as exoplicit in its character as he 
could desire. When, however, it should come up 
ultimately for consideration, the Flouse could fash- 
jon it to suit its fancy, and at the same time do 
justice to those who were concerned. Mr. C. 
concluded by a warm eulogium upon those who 
were engaged in sustaining the honor and glory 
of the nation in the late war. 

Mr. VINTON was giad that the motion had 
been made to reject the bill. It was time for the 
House to take care of the public lands as well as 
the other public property. ‘This biil, if he under- 
stood it, proposed to give a bounty in lands to | 
almost every person who was engeged in the 
public service Fasiat the late war. Even those 
who had remained in the service fifteen days, and 
who were regularly discharged, would be entitled 
to the proposed bounty. Not only the rangers, 
but the militia, were to be provided for. He would 
ask whether these rangers were promised any- 
thing more than what they had received? Were 
they not acquainted with the character of the ser- 
vice in which they were engaged? Were they 
required to do any other service than that agreed 
upon; and were they not paid according to con- 
tract? Upon what ground, then, could any one | 
come here and ask, in addition to the sum paid || 
these troops, that they should be allowed each a | 
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bounty of one hundred and sixty acres of land. | 
A bounty of one hundred acres of land was given 
to the soldiers of the Revolution. This, too, was 
to be located in a savage wilderness. The land 
which this bill proposed to give would be located 
in the very heart of a rich and civilized country. 
One hundred acres of land thus located was worth 
five times as much as that which had been given 
to the soldiers of the Revolution. Was this just 
or proper? Ee hoped the bill would be immedi- 
ately rejected, for the reasons assigned by the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina, (Mr. asane 
Let this bill be entertained and laid over to the | 
next session, and we should most assuredly have | 


thousands of petitions from the militia engaged in || 


the service during the last war, for the benefit of 
its provisions. Lie referred to the sickness which | 


prevailed among the troops at Norfolk during the | 


war. He considered the dangers encountered at 
that station, from sickness alone, as infinitely 
greater than those experienced by the mounted 
ravgers, who were engaged in a service calculated 
to invigorate and strengthen thesystem. For the 
reasons which he had assigned, he trusted the 
House would promptly reject the bill. 
Mr. SPEIGHT viewed the motion of his col- 


league [Mr. Wiciiams] as an unfortunate one. || 


The bill had been reported by one of the com- 
mittees of the House, and we were called upon to | 
reject it, when many of us did not know what | 
were its details. ‘The motion also operated to ex- 
clude all other necessary morning business. He 
thought the bill ought to be committed. While | 
he was the decided advocate of the old States, in 
regard to their rights and interests connected with 
the public domain, still there was no person more | 
ready to do entire justice to those brave men who 
had served the country in the wild West. He 
would go one step further, and make provision 
for the troops stauoned at Norfolk at the period 
alluded to by the gentleman from Ohio. He 
doubted whether a portion of the public domain 
could be better disposed of than by distributing it 
among those destitute and meritorious individuals 
who had, during the late war, shouldered their 
muskets and defended the country. 
Mr. REYNOLDS remarked: that there seemed | 
to him to be a view of this subject which had not | 
been yet presented to the House. The General 
Assembly of the State of Illinois addressed a 


| 
} 
| 


/ memorial, praying for a bounty, in land, to be | 


granted to the United States Rangers. This me- | 
morial was addressed to the Congress of the United | 
States, and was referred to the Committee on | 
Public Lands. They have reported the present | 
bill. He considered that a memorial, coming from 
one of the free ard republican States of this Con- 
federacy to this honorable body, should receive a 
different treatment. Common respect to a State 
would, in his humble opinion, guaranty a course 
entirely different. If the Old Boy himeelf were 
depicted in the bill, itshould not be treated in this 
manner, and be rejected thus unceremoniously; 
but as the bill, and the subject-matter of which it 
treats, are just and right, it ought like other prop- 
ositions emanating from a respectable source, go 
to the proper committee, or take the ordinary 
course. 

Is it right that the claims and petitions of citizen- 
soldiers, who sustained in the war with Great 
Britain the honor and character of their country, 
be rejected withoutinvestigation? Citizens that left 
their homes and families and entered the service 
of their country to fight its battles against the 
enemy, should their claims for a bounty in land 


be thus treated in the Congress of the United States? | 


Citizens who, in sustaining the liberty, honor, and 
prosperity of the country, had fought and bled 
under the stripes, such as we see presented before 


us, are their claims to be rejected in the Congress | 


of the United States without a hearing? 

[Mr. R. referred to the United States flag, sus- 
pended in the Hall of Representatives. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, (who 
made the motion to reject the billon the first read- 
ing,) begged to explain that he made the motion 


under a rule of the House, which was recognised, | 


and did not consider it ‘* disrespectful’? to the 

House, or to the claims, to make the motion. 
Mr. REYNOLDS observed that he had not 

thought, or treated, the honorable member from 


| rigid performance of a contract. 


| equitable. 


| the majority of the House. 


| 
| 
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North Carolina, or his motion, with * disrespect.’? 


| Nor did he consider him treating the soldier’s 
claim with disrespect. He had been informed of 
his character, and he had no such notion of him: 
but he did sincerely believe that the motion was 
wrong. 
| Mr. R, would-repeat that, should the claims of 
| the soldier, who defended the honor and character 
| of the country, and who advanced its prosperity, 
be rejected without examination, we will not see 
| the brave soldiers so ready to volunteer their ser- 
vices. If their claims be rejected in this manner, 
| we may again hear of burnings and the destruc- 
tion of property by the enemy. This Capitol may 
be visited again with the fire of the enemy, should 
the claims of the soldiers be rejected thus hastily, 
| If this treatment be visited on the soldier, who 
will defend the country? If such course be pur- 
| sued, he feared he would hear, in another war, of 
| the destruction of the Capitol again—a thing, he 
| hoped, which never would again take place. ‘The 
honorable member from Ohio [Mr. Vinton] 
_remarked, that the militia and other troops re- 
ceived the compensation which the Government 
agreed togivethem. Mr. R. said, this may be the 
notions of the gentleman, who has been raised 
under the rigid system of contracts, where there 
| was no liberality observed. This was not the 
course which was pursued by this House. A lib- 
eral and generous policy was observed on all occa- 
| sions. 
| Mr. R. would refer the House to various cases 
brought before it, wherein more was asked than a 
Justice and 
| equity should be administered to all, whether their 
claims were founded on a contract or not, or even 
| if the claim exceeded a contract, if it were just and 
Look at the claim of Kilgore, from 
| Canada, who claimed pay for more than a con- 
tract. He claimed pay for services far exceeding 
a contract, and which contract it seemed to Mr. 
R. was founded in treason. Claims even of this 
| character were soberly and candidly investigated 
| in this House; and should not the present bill be- 
| fore the House receive the same consideration ? 
Should the bill be of the character represented 
| by the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Cuitton,] 
‘it still ought not to be rejected in this manner. 
The bill was intelligible and easily understood. It 
| would not fall within the definition of metaphys- 
ies, such as the gentleman [Mr. Crirton] de- 
scribed it, that neither the speaker nor his audience 
understood the subject which they were dis- 
cussing. 

The bill, if it was not right in form or substance, 

| could be altered and changed to suit the views of 
Almost all bills ex- 
perience changes and alterations in their passage. 
, This could be so changed as to make it right. 
__ The object of the bill was to grant a bounty in 
‘land in proportion to the bounty which the sol- 
diers of the regular army received. This bounty 
| was to be given to the United States rangers, in 
| proportion to their services, and in relation to the 
bounties given other troops. 

This is so reasonable, and at the same time so 
just, that he could not believe the House would 
| reject itat all; but he hoped the House would retain 
| the bill; change it if necessary, and finally pass it, 
so as to embrace all troops that served in the late 
war; and give them a bounty in land in propor- 
tion to their services, and in proportion to the 
| bounty given other troops. 

Mr. C. ALLAN said, let the merits of this bill 
be what they might, the course proposed by his 
honorable friend from North Carolina was a very 
unusual one. The bill was brought into the 





| House in the usual way, through the ordinary 


It was 
evident that they were not then prepared to act so 
definitively as proposed; for no two members who 


| organ, one of its standing committees. 


had addressed the House, understood the bill the 


same way, and every one had given it a different 
interpretation. For himself, he was not disposed 
to reject this bill without any consideration, though 
he was not pospares to say how he should finally 
vote upon it. The subject was an important one, 


connected with a large class of meritorious citizens 
of the country; and did not the House from day 
to day, and hour by hour, patiently consider bills 
involving the interest of single individuals, and 
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pas it reject a proposition for so large a class | 


as that embraced in the present bill, on its first 

resentation? He hoped his worthy friend would 
not press his motion, but allow the bill to take the 
ysual course, by referring it toa Committee of the 
W hole House, where its principles and provisions 
would undergo the most mature deliberation. He 


5 


should finally vote on the measure. 


again repeated, that he could not then say how he | 


Mr. STEWART said, with a view of putting | 


an end to what, in its present situation, was an 
unprofitable discussion, if the motion were in 
order, he would move to lay the whole subject on 
the table. 

The CHAIR pronounced the motion out of 


order. 7 
Mr. ASHLEY wished to say a few words in 


reply to the gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Vinton. | 
Mr. A. believed that no troops during the late 
war had been engaged in severer duties or per- 
formed harder service than the rangers engaged 
for twelve months in protecting our frontier. It 
was true they were paid a dollar per day for their 
services; but as stated by the gentleman from 
Alabama, {M. Cray,] they had to furnish their 
own horses and their own clothes, and any person 
at all conversant with the services they performed, 
would at once come to the conclusion that that 
amount was not more than was paid to the regu- 
lar troops or infantry of the United States. The 
former had to furnish their own horses and to 
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PAY OF THE NAVY. 1 


Mr. WATMOUGH asked the consent of the 
House to take up the bill to regulate the pay of 
the Navy. He was desirous that the substitute 
which had been prepared for the original bill and 
amendments, should be adopted, and the bill or- 
dered to be engrossed. 

The motion was objected to. 


THE DEPOSITE BANKS. 


The order of the day was the bill to regulate | 


the deposite of the public moneys in certain local 
banks; and the question pending thereon was 
the previous question, moved yesterday by Mr. 
BOON. 

Mr. PATTON moved a call of the House. 


day. 

(The same question of order arose in the House 
yesterday. The Cuair decided the motion for a 
call of the House before it was ascertained whether 


| there was a second to the previous question which 


keep them in good condition, and in case of one | 
of them becoming disabled, or being lost, they 


had either to procure another at their own expense, | 
Mr. A. had the’ 


to hire one, or to go on foot. 
honor of commanding some of those men at that 
time, and from his own experience, he could aver 
that their expenses amounted to as much, and 
generally to more than their pay. He believed 
there were three times as many rangers, propor- 
tionate to their numbers, lost on the frontier, as 
there were of any other class of troops in the ser- 
vice of the United States in that quarter. Now, 
inasmuch as these men did perferm services as 
arduous and as dangerous as if they formed a part 
of the regular troops in the army of the United 


States, and inasmuch as the regular infantry re-_ 


ceived each a quarter section of land for their ser- 
vices, he was of opinion that the men embraced 
in this bill were fairly entitled to the same bounty, 
although it was not in their contract. 

Mr. A. said, though he was opposed to the 
immediate rejection of this bill, and in favor of 
the principles of it, there were several of its pro- 
visions to which he did not assent, and at the 
proper time he intended to submit some amend- 
ments to it for the consideration of the House, 
but he thought it due to the subject, that the bill 


should be printed and properly considered and | 


disposed of. 
Mr. EWING said a few words which were not 
distinctly heard by thereporter. He was under- 


stood to be opposed to the motion to reject the 


bill. 


Mr. LINCOLN desired to say a few words in | 


explanation of the vote which he should give on 
the motion of the gentleman from North Carolina, 


(Mr. Witutams.] He did not propose to discuss | 


the merits of the bill® He referred to its pro- 
visions, and contended that it would afford a pre- 
cedent which would authorize every soldier of the 
last war to expect similar gratuity. Indeed, the 
bill was broad enough to include the whole. A 
single ranger who had served three days, would 
be as much entitled to this bounty as those who 
had served one year. Such a bill should never 
pass this House. If it should, it would be a war- 
rant to every militia man who was in the service 
in the late war, to come forward and demand one 
hundred and sixty acres of land, although all that 
had been promised was previously paid. He did 
not believe that the public domain would be suffi- 
cient to satisfy the demands which would be cre- 


|| tindale, Marshall, McCarty, 
| McKennan, McKinley, Mercer, Miller, Milligan, | 


ated by the passage of this bill. Lest it might be | 


construed into a precedent, and encourage appli- 


cations and hopes which must eventually prove | 
futile, he submitted whether it was not proper that | 


the bill should be rejected at its present stage. 
The remarks of Mr. L. were here arrested bya 
motion of Mr. WATMOUGH, to proceed to the 


carried 


had been demanded, to be outof order. In making 
this decision, the Speaker declared that he con- 
sidered the motion in order, but he felt bound to 
conform to the decision of the House upon the 
same point at its last session. 
House, if it thought proper, to reverse its own 
decision. } 

Mr. PATTON thereupon appealed from the 
decision of the Chair. 

Mr. BRIGGS asked for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

A long discussion on the point of order ensued. 
Messrs. PATTON, MILLER, FOSTER,CAGE, 
SUTHERLAND, MERCER, E. EVERETT, 
S. JONES, HEATH, and H. EVERETT, 
were for reversing the decision of the Chair, and 
Messrs. SPEIGHT, MASON of Virginia, and 
HALL of North Carolina, were in its favor. 

The question was taken by yeas and nays, and 
the result was—yeas 91, nays 113. 


YEAS—Messrs. W. Allen, Baylies, Beaumont, 


| Blair, Bockee, Boon, Brown, Burns, Bynum, 


Carmichael, Carr, Casey, Chaney, Samuel Ciark, 
Clay, Coffee, Cramer, Day, Dickerson, Dickin- 
son, Dunlap, Ferris, Forester, William K. Fuller, 
Galbraith, Gillet, Joseph Hall, Thomas H. Hall, 
Halsey, Hannegan, Joseph M. Harper, Harrison, 
Hathaway, Hawkins, Heath, Henderson, How- 
ell, Hubbard, Huntington, Inge, Richard M. 
Johnson, Noadiah Johnson, Cave Johnson, Ben- 
jamin Jones, Kilgore, Lane, Lansing, Lucas, 
Lyon, Lytle, Joel K. Mann, Mardis, John Y. 
Mason, Moses Mason, jr., May, Mcintire, Mc- 
Kim, McLene, McVean, H. Mitchell, Robert 


| Mitchell, Morgan, Muhlenberg, Murphy, Osgood, 


Page, Parker, Patterson, Franklin Pierce, Pierson, 
Polk, Pope, Ramsay, Reynolds, Schenck, Augus- 
tus H. Shepperd, Shinn, Smith, Speight, Standi- 
fer, William Taylor, Thomson, Turrill, Vander- 
oel, Van Houten, Wagener, Ward, Wardwell, 
Webeter, Whallon, White—91. 
NA YS—-Messrs. John Q. Adams, Heman Allen, 


J. J. Allen, Anthony, Ashley, Banks, Barber, 


Barnitz, Barringer, Beatty, Bell, Binney, Briggs, 
Burd, Burges, Cambreleng, Chambers, Chilton, 
Claiborne, William Clark, Clayton, Clowney, 
Corwin, Crane, Crockett, Darlington, Amos 


| Davis, Davenport, Deberry, Denny, Dickson, 


| Evans, Edward Everett, Horace Everett, Ewing, 


Fillmore, Foster, Fowler, Philo C. Fuller, Fulton, 
Gamble, Garland, Gholson, Gilmer, Gordon, 
Gorham, Graham, Grayson, Grennell, Griffin, 
Hiland Hall, Hamer, Hard, Hardin, James Har- 
per, Hazeltine, Hiester, William Jackson, Ebene- 


zer Jackson, Janes, Jarvis, Henry Johnson, Sea- | 


born Jones, Kinnard, Laporte, Lay, Lea, Lee, 
Letcher, Lincoln, Loyall, Abijah Mann, jr., Mar- 
McComas, McKay, 


Miner, Moore, Patton, Dutee J. Pearce, Phillips, 
Pickens, Pinckney, Potts, Reed, Rencher, Robert- 


Tompkins, Trumbull, Tweedy, Vance, Vinton, 


|| tlesey, Wilde, Williams, Wilson, Wise, Young 


: ; || —113. 
consideration of the orders of the day; which was | 


' call of the House was in order. 


It was for the | 


| him preposterous. 


| not been fairly begun. 
| poned. The causes conducing to this postpone- 
| ment were, first, the refusal on the part of the 
| Bank of the United States to obey the mandate 


| which she had begun. 


(| and the substitution of returns in specie. 
_son, William B. Shepard, Slade, Spangler, Steele, | 


Stewart, William P. Taylor, Philemon Thomas, | 


a) 
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The motion for a call of the House was then 
put, and negatived, without a division. 

_ The question then recurring on the motion for 
the previous question— 

Mr. GRAHAM appealed to the honorable mem- 
ber from Indiana to withdraw his motion for the 
previous question. 

Mr. BOON said though he did not wish to be 
obstinate, he could not withdraw the motion. The 
discussion on this bill was arresting all the other 
business of the country, and he thought had 
already extended to a sufficient length. 

The question was then taken by tellers; and 
there were—ayes 97, noes 105. 

So the House refused to second the call for the 


|| previous question. 


The CHAIR again decided the motion not to | 
be in order, upon the same grounds as on yester- | 


The question being then on the engrossment of 
the bill, 

Mr. BIN NEY said he was desirous of proposing 
certain amendments, which, however, did not con- 
flict with the general principles of the bill, but, as 


| he believed, tended rather to improve and render 


it more acceptable to many who were in favor of 
its passage. He was aware that the House was 
very desirous of passing to the consideration of 
other important business; and he coincided in the 
wish that the question should be taken this day. 
He should therefore endeavor to economise the 


| time of the House, so far as he could with a due 


regard to perspicuity. He had said that the 
amendment he was about to propose did not con- 
flict with the principles of the bill. Those princi- 
les, he wished to be understood, were such ae 
fle could never bring his mind to adopt. This 
consideration, however, did not debar him from 


| making a reasonable effort to render them more 


consistent with his own viewsof right, and of the 
true interests of the country. The objections 
which he entertained to the bill in its present 
shape were its insecurity—its partiality, and its 
tendency to political influence. In relation to the 
first of these points, its insecurity, he contended 
that he had the warrant of experience. The sys- 
tem of using the State banks for the depositories 
of the public treasure hed been tried and failed— 
egregiously failed, and that under circumstances 
remarkably similar to the present. The honor- 
able chairman of the Committee of Ways and 


_Means had said that this was ‘‘ no longer an 
experiment.’ In regard to its first trial he granted 


it was not an experiment; but in relation to the 


| present, he differed materially from that gentle- 


man. It was, he conceived, as much an experi- 
ment now as it was when it was first so denomi- 
nated. It had been tried but one short year, and 
| we were now told it had succeeded, and must 
continue to succeed. The experiment, on its 
| former trial, not only for one, for two, or for three 
years, but for three years and a half, had the 
| same apparent success. At the end ofthat period, 
| in less than six weeks, it was exploded, and the 
| currency of the country was left for more than a 
| year in the most deplorable condition. ‘To con- 
tend that this experiment was tested in the short 
| timein which it had been in operation, with the 
| recent trial of a like experiment, and its failure in 
| three and a half years staring in our faces, was to 
Not.only did he contend that 
| the experiment had not been fully tried, butit had 
Its result was only post- 


from the Treasury Department to cali in its circu- 
lation—her refusal to proceed with the work in 
It was this spirit of oppo- 
| sition—factious opposition if you choose—to the 
virtual command of the department to call in her 
circulation which formed one principal cause of 
the postponement of the effect of the experiment. 


|| The other cause to which he referred was the 


celebrated and salutary panic of 1833, which in- 
duced a curtailment of one-fourth of our imports, 
Mr. 
B. next called the attention of the House to the 
similarity of the circumstances existing in 1813 


i| and in 1833. There was, he believed, at the former 
| Watmough, Frederick Whittlesey, Elisha Whit- | 


period as much apecie in the country as at the 
latter. After pursuing this subject at some length, 


|| he referred to the losses said to have been sus- 
So the House determined that the motion for a 
'} ites. 


tained by the Government by its places of depos- 
He contended that it had, properly speak- 
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ing, jost nothing by the Bank of the United States. 
Mr. B. then went into an examination of his sec- 
ond proposition, that the operation of the present 
sysiem was partial omen various portions of 
the country. He also dwelt, at considerable 
length, on the possibilities of the fiscal agents of 
the Government being used for political effect; and 
conciuded by enumerating the advantages to be 
secured by the provisions of his amendment. 

Mr. PATTON said he was in favor of the prin- 
ciples of this bill, and was desirous that it should 
be adopted; and he was determined, so far as hia 
own action was concerned, that every member of 
the Hiouse should be enabled to present such 
amendments as he should think necessary, in 
order to make it as perfect as possible, and in 
some he might himself concur. Mr. P. said he 
should not enter at large into the question. He 
agreed with the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
{Mr. Binner,] that the question of the Bank of 
the United States was Ginally settled. The question 
now was, what were we todo? There were other 
great questions brought into this discussion. The 
most important was that of executive encroach- 
ment in relation to the removal of the deposites, 
again alleged by those who had before fought the 
battle and lost it. Mr. P. was ready to enter the 
contest again with any one, and to maintain, as 
he had maintained before, that the conduct of the 
Executive upon that occasion was neither an 
encroachment upon the powers of that House 
nor an invasion of the Constitution, but was in 
exact conformity with the principles of the Gov- 
ernment as established in 1789. 

But the question was whether, the Bank of the 
United States being about to expire as the fiscal 
agentof the Government, there was any necessity 
of making regulations for the disposition of the 

ublic deposites, and what those regulations should 
be? Much had been said about the experiment 
that had been made. Mr. P. denied that it was 
an experiment, for it had existed and had been 
going on from the foundation of the Government 
to the present time. State banks had been so 
employed from 1789, not only down to 1816, but | 
down to the present moment. In 1811, when the 
Bank of the United States had been in operation 
for twenty years, and when judgment of death was 
about to be pronounced against it by Congress, a 
report was made to that House showing that one 
third of the money of the country was in State | 
banks. ‘That of twenty-one deposite banks eleven 
of them were chartered State banks. In many of 
the States, Massachusetts, Connecticut, and Rhode 
Island, there was no branch of the United States 
Bank. He referred to the authority of Mr. Gal- 
latin to prove that all the money of the country 
was deposited in State banks, except at Norfolk. 
He also referred to the speeches of many gentle- 
men on both sides of the question at that time, 
ahowing that in the event of the bank going down, 
the use of State banks for places of the public de- 
posites was contemplated. If then this system 
was an experiment, it was an experiment made in 
1789, and continued to be used down to 1816. 

Mr. P. entered into a review of the circumstan- 
ces attending the recharter of the present Bank of 
the United States, and quoted the opinion of Mr. 


Wessrer, Mr. Cray, and other gentlemen then || 


in Congress, and read an extract from the report 
of Mr. Gallatin to the Senate of the United 


States in 1811, in favor of the recharter of the || 
United States Bank, to show that he believed State | 


banks might be safely used by the Treasury. 
Whether we regarded this as a political or a mere | 
financial question, it must still be a question be- 
tween the establishment of the Bank of the United 
States and the State banks. He thought the de- | 
velopment of the last three or four years, and the 
last year especially, had proved the dangerous in- 
fluence of the former institution. He once thought 
the charges brought against it overrated, but he 
thought so no longer. From the State banks 
nothing was to be feared; their profits were dis- 
tributed and disbursed over the whole country; 
they were under the control of the State govern- 
ments, and their er aes a continual state of ri- | 
valry towards each other would all tend to keep | 
them within proper limits. 

Much had been said about the influence the State 


bill. 
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| interest from the deposite banks. 


State this application should be made. That city | the banks there, did 


had great influence,and would always possess it, 


from her immense commercial advantages, and | 


nothing could stop her course. 
With regard to giving the Secretary of the 


Treasury the control over the deposite banks, he | 


did not believe it ever was, or ever would be, used 


as an engine of political power, or that it could to || 


anygreatextent. Besides, the power of Congress 
could at any time interpose to prevent his exercise 
of any undue influence. At the proper opportu- 
nity it was his intention to offer an amendment to 
the clause prohibiting the employment of any 
bank as a place of deposite for the public moneys 


that issued notes in 1833, of a less denomination | 


than ten dollars, for he thought it better to leave 
the matter to be acted upon when the time should 
arrive, according to the circumstances that might 
then exist. He thought it wrong thus to bind 
their successors, and the evils the country had 
endured from the question of the Bank of the 
United States had grown out of what some called 
a contract made by the Congress of 1816 with that 
institution. There was no necessity for passing 
this clause to restrict the State banks, and they 
were not required todo it. It was trammelling, 
and unnecessarily trammelling, the bill. 


Mr. P. concluded by again declaring his inten- || 


tion to vote for the bill. 
Mr. E. EVERETT said he wished to offer an | 
amendment to the bill when the proper time should 


j arrive. He expressed his approbation of the sev- | 
| eral amendments of the gentleman from Pennsyl- | 


vania, (Mr. Binney.] He last year voted against 
the bill, for he regarded it as part of an illegal 
system in violation of the existing law chartering 
the Bank of the United States. He said, if the 
amendments of the.gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Binney] were adopted, he should vote in 
favor of the bill. He was opposed to placing so | 
much poweras that of selecting the deposite banks | 
in the will and discretion of the Secretary of the | 
Treasury. He was aware.of the difficulty of the | 
case, but his plan, he thought, would obviate it, 
and that was to place the money in those banks 
that would pay most for its use, all other things 


being equal, and taking care that it be perfectly || 


secure. Such a provision was equitable, and he | 
hoped would be adopted, and he should offer it 
hereafter to the consideration of the House. 
Mr. WILDE rose to appeal to all parties, the 
| friends of the amendments in particular, to bring 


the question to a close. There were only sixteen | 


| days of the session remaining, and the present 


country. Every speech made in favor of the | 
amendment was virtually in favor of the previous | 
question. The House had shown a disposition to 
permit the question to be taken directly on the 


would terminate. 

Mr. GRAHAM offered an amendment pro- 
viding that four per cent. per annum should be 
paid for the use of the public moneys by the banks 
in which they were deposited, and that the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury keep a proper book of ac- 
counts, &c. 


question would be taken on the amendment at 
once. 

Mr. POLK asked for a division of the question 
on the amendments proposed by Mr. Binney, and 
replied to the argument used in favor of requiring 
To select those 
banks which would give most for the use of the 
public moneys, would in almost all cases be select- 
ing the worst bank. Mr. P. reiterated his remarks 
made the other day, showing the impracticability 
of enforcing interest upon so fluctuating a capita 
as that would be, which might be placed ina bank 
to-day and called for to-morrow. The only plan 


he thought that could be devised would be bya | 


sinking fund, regulated at each session of Con- 
gress. At present there was only about half a 
million in the Treasury, and by the end of the | 
| session there would remain very little. As soon | 
as the contingency existed of a positive unex- | 
| pended balance in the Treasury, it would be time- 


| enough to provide for it. 
of New York would derive by the passage of this | 


Mr. FILLMORE stated that the wnexpended 


Mr. P. said it was to thecity and not to the || balances belonging to the State of New York, in | 


OBE. 


i] 
several amendments, and he hoped the discussion | Messrs. BENTON, TOMLINSON, and LINN. 


|| Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN presented a memo- 


Mr. G. advocated his amendment in | 
afew words. 


Mr. McKINLEY expressed a hope that the 
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| produce an intere, t of . 
| four to five per cent. “Sf stem 


Mr. GRAHAM again urged the propri 
_ his amendment, and asked for the ans A 
_ which were not ordered. ; 

The amendment of the gentleman was 
and negatived, without a division. 

The first clause of Mr. Binney’s amendment 
to the third section of the bill, distinguishing 
private from public funds, was then agreed to 
without a division. , 

The second clause of the amendment h 
been read— 

Mr. McKINLEY made a few remarks thereon. 
Mr. JONES moved to strike out one-fourth 
and insert one-fifth of the amount of specie, &e., 
to be kept in the vaults of the banks. . 

Mr. BINNEY accepted the modification. 
|. Mr. POLK explained why the provision had 
been made in the bill by the committee; and 

thought it should not be changed. At the time 

when the Bank of the United States was con- 
| sidered the safest institution in the country, it had 
only six millions to meet forty-two millions—the 
amount of its liabilities only one-seventh. 

Mr. PARKER and Mr. McKIM made a few 
remarks on the amendment. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said if this amendment 





then put 


aving 


|| were adopted, it would virtuaily defeat the whole 


bill. 

Mr. BINNEY asked for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 
4 a CRAMER moved an adjournment. Nega- 

tived. 
The question was then taken on the second 
| branch of the amendment; which was agreed to— 

yeas 109, nays 99. 
| Mr. POLK asked leave to introduce a resolu- 
| tion proposing to make the bill under consider- 
/ ation and another bill in relation to the transfer 
| of certain books, &c., from the Bank of the United 
| States, the special orders for twelve o’clock each 
| day, except Saturdays, until the same should be 
| disposed of, and providing that petitions shouid 
| be received as usual on Mondays. 
Objection being made, ’ 
Mr. POLK moved a suspension of the rules, to 
| enable him to offer the resolution. He was de- 
| sirous that those bills should be disposed of to- 
morrow. 

Mr. BEATTY moved that the House adjourn. 
| Carried—ayes 90, noes 86. 
So the House adjourned at a quarter to six 


| o’clock. 
| discussion was arresting all the business of the || 


IN SENATE. 
Frupay, February 13, 1835. 
Petitions and memorials were presented by 


vial of the Cherokee delegation, complaining of 
| the decision of the War Department in their case, 
_and praying the interposition of Congress for their 
relief; which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. POINDEXTER, ffm the Committee on 
Public Lands, to which was referred the bills 
from the House for the relief of Samuel Doxey, 
and for the relief of Sutton Stephens, reported the 
| same, the first without, and the last with an amend- 
ment. 


Mr. POINDEXTER, from the same com- 
| mittee, to which was referred the petition of the 
| settlers on the public lands near Michigan City, 
| praying for certain preémption rights, reported 
| unfavorably upon the same, and the committee 
| were discharged from the further consideration 
_ thereof. 


Mr. NAUDAIN, from the Committee on 
Claims, to which was referred the bills from the 
' House for the relief of Thomas Beaufort and 
Shubael Conant, reported the same, severally, 
| without amendment. 


_ Mr. HENDRICKS, from the Committee on 

Roads and Canals, to which was referred the bill 
' making an rns to construct certain roads 
in Michigan Territory, reported the same without 
| amendment. 


' 








1835. 


——— 





Mr. HEND he. CO 
to which was referred the bill in addition to the | 
act for the continuation and repair of the Cum- || 
berland road, reported the same without amend- | | 


: 
Mr. SILSBEE, from the Committee on Com- 


THE CO 
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years’ law. ° 
Mr. CALHOUN rose to make a few remarks. 


| He had not anticipated any particular objections 
| to the bill before the Senate. Eight years ago it) 
would be remembered a bill passed through that || 


merce, to which was referred the bills from the | body (the Senate) for restricting executive pat- 


House for the relief of Stephen Smith and others, | 


a SOUTHARD, from the Naval Committee, | 
reported a bill to regulate the pay of the Navy of | 
the United States; which was read the first time | 
and ordered to a second reading. : 

Mr. PRESTON, from the Judiciary Committee, 
to which was referred the bill from the House to || 
prescribe the punishment of consuls, commercial 
agents, and others, reported the same without 
amendment. 

Mr. PRESTON, from the same committee, to 
which was referred the bill changing the time of 
holding the district courts of the United States | 
in Western Virginia, held at Clarksburg, reported 
the same without amendment. 


GEOLOGICAL INVESTIGATIONS. 


Mr. WAGGAMAN submitted the following 
resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be re- 
quested to communicate to the Senate the report 
received from the person charged with the miner- 
alogical and geological investigation authorized 
by an act of Congress at the last session. 


AMERICAN DIPLOMATIC CODE. 





} 


| 


The joint resolution authorizing the purchase || 


of fifty copies of the American Diplomatic Code, 
for the use of the Senate, was taken up for con- 
sideration; and, on motion of Mr. HILL, was laid 
on the table. 


COLONEL GAD HUMPHREYS. 


The bill to settle the accounts of Colonel Gad 
Humphreys was taken up, considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and, on motion of Mr. 
WHITE, was laid on the table. 


COMPENSATION, ETC., OF CUSTOM-HOUSE 
OFFICERS. 

The bill fixing the number and compensation of 
the custom-house officers of the United States, and | 
to alter certain collection districts, came up on a 
third reading. 

Mr. SILSBEE moved to fill a blank in the bill, | 
prescribing the 3lst December next as the period 
when the bill is to take effect; which was agreed 
t 


0. 
The bill was then read the third time and passed. 


REPRESENTATIVES OF COLONEL JOHN LAW- 
RENCE. 

The bill supplementary to the act for the relief 
of the representatives of Colonel John Lawrence, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole, | 
when it was opposed by Mr. HILL, who asked | 
the yeas and nays upon its passage; which were 
ordered. 

After some remarks from Mr. FRELING- 

HUYSEN, the bill was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading, by the following vote: 
_ YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Bibb, Black, Clay, Ew- 
ing, Frelinghuysen, Goldsborough, Hendricks, 
Kane, Kent, King of Eton, Raiele, Leigh, 
Linn, McKean, Moore, Naudain, Poindexter, | 
Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, Robinson, Silsbee, | 
Smith, Southard, Swift, Tipton, Tomlinson, Ty- 
ler, Waggaman, Webster, White—32. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Calhoun, 
Cuthbert, Grundy, Hill, King of Georgia, Man- 

um, Morris, Ruggles, Shepley, Tallmadge, 
right—13. 
CHARLES J. CATLETT. 


The bill for the relief of Charles J. Catlett was | 
considered as in Committee of the Whole, and | 
after some remarks from Messrs. TYLER, NAU- 
DAIN, WEBSTER, and KING of Alabama, 
(the hour of one having arrived, ) 

Mr. CALHOUN moved to iay the bill upon 
the table, with a view to proceed to the orders of | 
the day; which was agreed to. 


THE FOUR YEARS’ LAW. 


The Senate then proceeded to consider, as in 
Committee of the Whole, the bill to limit the 





| ment. 


| 
} 
} 
| 
| 


| Buren,]| Mr. 


ronage; it was termed the four years’ bill; it was 


rted the same severally without amendment. || an act which imposed the most solemn obligation 
He would revert || 


on the present Administration. 
to the strong feelings which overthrew that Admin- 
istration and put the present one in power. The 


principles then professed and held up as the basis | 
| of our free institutions he feared had been too 


soon forgotten. That Administration was accused 


| of extravagance; of building up the power and 


increasing the influence of the Federal Govern- 


|| question. Then there was some slight indications 


that the four years’ law would be perverted by the 


| removal of printers and the like. So very sensitive 
| were the party now in power, at that time, that 
| they were instantly aroused to action. 
| ject of executive patronage was then committed 


by the Senate to an able committee, who reported 
thereon. This committee was composed of the 
honorable Senator from Missouri, [Mr. Benton,]} 


Mr. Macon, of North Carolia, the distinguished || 


individual who presided over that body, [Mr. Van 
nite, Mr. Fintey, Mr. Dickin- 


| son, Mr. Hotmes, Mr. Hayne,and Mr. Jonnson. 


1} 
| 


| terested in public affairs. 
| had these pledges been redeemed? The Senator 
| (Mr. Benton] had complained that of the four- 
| teen years he had been on that floor, during the 
| first seven he could obtain nothing as a favor from 


Mr. C, then requested his colleague [Mr. Pres- | 


TON] to read some extracts from the report of that 
committee. After the reading Mr. C. resumed: 


such were (said he) the principles that had been | 


held up to the people; such were the hopesthat had 


been excited, that if those then in power were ex- 


pelled, and their opposers put in their places, these 
principles should prevail. On the faithful fulfil- 
ment of such pledges much depended. 
were neglected the public would lose all confidence 
in its servants; the people would cease to be in- 
He would repeat, how 


the Government. But the last seven, he had wished 
to employ in retaliation. That spirit had spread 
through every department of the Government. 
Wave after wave had spread over the land. And 
if that course was pursued, he would ask what 
would be the result? He would tell the Senator 
that although he might be acquitted before those 
who were interested; although he might be ac- 
quitted by the present generation; yet he must be 
tried before another tribunal, before posterity, 
where he would be condemned unless he retraced 
his footsteps. 

The debage was further continued b 
BENTON, SOUTHARD, CALHOU 
DEXTER, KING, of Alabama, WEBSTER, 
LINN, CUTHBERT, LEIGH, BIBB, GOLDS- 
BOROUGH, HENDRICKS, and FRELING- 
HUYSEN. 
| discussion was exceedingly animated and inter- 
| esting, and became personal between Messrs. 
| RENTON and CALHOUN, to a degree which 
terminated in repeated calls to order. Weabstain 
from any remarks upon the course which the de- 
| bate took; but as it has produced great excitement, 
and, as much interest has been felt with regard to 


Messrs. 





| 


will be given in a few days. 
At half-past five o’clock, 
The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frivay, February 13, 1835. 


The motion heretofore submitted by Mr. PHIL- 
LIPS, to print two thousand extra copies of the 
| report of the Committee on Commerce, relative to 
| the proposed South sea expedition, was considered 
| and agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMMER moved to reconsider the vote 
of yesterday, upon the adoption of the amendment 
offered by Mr. BINNEY, to the bill in relation 


| 


| to 


the public deposites. 
(The afnendment was in regard to the amount 





IONAL GLOBE. 


RICKS, from the same committee, | terms of certain officers, commonly called the four 


One of the first acts that marked the com- | 
|| mencement of the Administration was the Panama 


The sub- || 


If they | 


, POIN- | 


Towards the close of the day, the | 


| it, a report, as accurately as it can be prepared, | 
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of specie which the deposite banks were required 
to keep on rae 

The SPEAKER said the motion would be re- 
ceived, and would regularly come up for consid- 
eration when the bill should be taken up. 

Mr. GALBRAITH, from the Committee on 
, Public Lands, reported a bill for the relief of Rob- 
ert Allison, a lieutenant in the revolutionary war; 
which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. CARR, from the Committee on Private 
| Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief of John 
Bartlett; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. CHINN, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported a bill authorizing the 
circuit court for the District of Columbia to hold 
an extra term for the trial of criminal causes; 
which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. FULTON, from the Committee of Claime, 
reported a bill for the relief of John Cowper; 
which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. FULTON, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of Thomas Beauchamp; 
| which was read twice and committed. 
Unfavorable reports upon various petitions, &c., 
| were made by Messrs. KAVANAGH, BRIGGS, 
GALBRAITH, CHAMBERS, FULTON, 
HOWELL, and CLAY, from their respective 
committees. 

Mr. E. WHITTLESEY moved that the Na- 
tional Temperance Society be permitted to have 
the use of the Hall of Representatives on Monday 
evening next. 

It was objected to. , : 

Mr. W. then moved to suspend the rule of the 
House, in order that he might be enabled to sub- 
mit the motion; which was agreed to—yeas 117, 
nays 37. ° 
The motion was then submitted, and agreed 
| to—yeas 103, nays 41. 

THE PUBLIC DEPOSITES. 

Mr. POLK, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, reported the following resolution; and the 
question being taken, it was disagreed to—two- 
thirds not voting in the affirmative: 

Resolved, That the bill No. 563, entitled a bill 
regulating the deposites of the money of the Uni- 
ted States in certain local banks, abe the bill No. 
564, entitled a bill to repeal so much of the act 
entitled an act transferring the duties of Commis- 
sioners of Loans to the Bank of the United States, 
as requires the Bank of the United States to per- 
form the duties of Commissioner of Loans for the 
several States, be the standing order of the day, 
for this day at one o’clock, and in each succeedin 
day at twelve o’clock, Saturday excepted, antl 
| disposed of, and that until the hour of twelve 
| o’clock, on each day, the business of the House 
| shall proceed in the order Porc by the rules 
| of the House; but it shall bein order to present 
petitions and memorials on Monday. 

Mr. CONNOR, from the select committee ap- 
pointed at the last session to examine into and 
| report the situation of the Post Office Department, 

made a detailed report. 

Mr. C. moved that the report be laid upon the 
table and printed. 

Mr. C. remarked that the documents accompa- 
nying the report were voluminous, and that two 
| of the members of committee had undertaken to 
collate them, and dispense with such as were 
_unimportant. The remainder he moved to print, 
| together with the report. 

Mr. GARLAND asked for the reading of the 
report. 

Mr. CONNOR had no objection; but the report 
/ was lengthy, and would probably be followed by 
a counter one of equal length. 

Mr. GARLAND withdrew his motion. 

The report and documents were then ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. E. WHITTLESEY, from the minority of 
the committee, presented the views of the minority 
in a separate report; which was laid on the table 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BRIGGS moved to print twenty-five thou- 
sand extra copies of each report, together with 
the documents. 

Mr. SPEIGHT suggested ten thousand copies. 

The motion, under the rule, lies over one day. 


AMENDMENT OF THE CONSTITUTION. 
Mr. GILMER moved to take up certain joint 
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resolutions, heretofore submitted by him, pro- 
pening on amendment to the Constitution of the 


| 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GL 


nited States, in relation to the election of Pres- | 


ident and Vice President, and for other purposes. 
He did not wish to discuss them at present; but 
desired that they should be read a second time, 
and postponed to a particular day. 

The motion was objected to. 

Mr. GILMER moved to suspend the rule. 

Mr. DICKINSON demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered, and were—yeas 150, nays 56. 


| 





OBE. 


February 18, 











Post Office; : 
A biil for the continuation and repair of the | 


Cumberland road, in the States of Ohio, Illinois, 
and Indiana; and 


A bill to fix the number and compensation of 


|| the officers of the customs, and to alter certain 
| collection districts. 


The resolutions were then taken up, read a sec- || 


ond time, and, on motion of Mr. GILMER, their 


further consideration was postponed to Thursday | 


next, and made the special order for that day. 


Mr. HANNEGAN, by consent, laid on the | 


table nn amendment to the foregoing resolutions, 


providing that Senators in Congressshall be elected | 


directly by the people, by general ticket, in each | 


State. 
PETITIONS, ETC., PRESENTED. 
Petitions and memorials were presented, on 
leave, by Messrs. HUBBARD, J. Y. MASON, 
ARCHER, and ASHLEY, and appropriately 
referred. 
LUCY BOND AND HANNAH DOUGLASS. 


Mr. YOUNG, from the Committee on Revolu- | 


tionary Claims, reported, without amendment, the 


{ 


Cc 


j 


bill from the Senate for the relief of Lucy Bond | 


and Hannah Douglass. 
BOUNTY LAND. 


Lincotn, who was entitled to the floor,) with- 
drew his motion to reject the bill reported ao: 
Casey, from the Committee on the Public LAnds, 


BILLS PASSED. 


The following bills were read a third time and | 


passed: 
A bill for the relief of Enoch Blaisdell; 

A bill granting pensions to certain persons 
therein named. 
A bill grantinga pension to John F. Wiley, and 
increasing the pension of George Fields; 
A bill granting a pension to William Slocum; | 
A bill granting a pension to William Wilges; 

A bill for the relief of Samuel M. Asbury; 
A bill granting a pension to Francis F. St. 


uir; 
A bill for the relief of the invalid pensioners 
therein mentioned. 
A bill granting a pension to Joseph Mead; 
A bill granting a pension to Luke Voorhise; 
A bill granting « pension to Colonel Gideon Mor- 
an; 
. A bill granting a pension to Benjamin Leslie; 
A bill granting pensions to William Baden and 


|| James Harrington; 
{| 
Mr. ‘WILLIAMS, (with the consent of Mr. 


entitled ‘‘a bill granting a bounty in lands to the | 


organized militia-men, mounted militia-men, and 

rangers, who defended the frontier during the late 

war with Great Britain.”’ 
The bill was then read a second time. - 


A bill for the relief of John Aston; 

A bill for the relief of Ephraim F. Gilbert; 

A bill granting a pension to [saac Carter; 

A bill granting a pension to John Gerodelle; 
A bill for the relief of Samuel Shelmerdine; 

A bill for the relief of Thomas Morton; 

A bill to increase the pension of Origen Eaton; 
A bill granting a pension to John W. Cox; 

A bill for the relief of Joseph Swartwood; 

A bill granting an arrearage of pension to Ed- | 


| 


Mr. CASEY moved that it be committed to a || ward Nicholson; 


Committee of the Whole House, made the order 
of the day for to-morrow, and, together with the 
report, be printed. 

Mr. WILLIAMS was satisfied that the bill 
could not be acted on at the present sessicn; and 
he therefore moved to lay the bill on the table. 

Mr. CARR demanded the yeas and nays on the 
motion; which were ordered, and were—yeas 131, 
nays 86. 

So the bill was ordered to lie on the table. 

VIVA VOCE VOTING. 

Mr. REYNOLDS moved to proceed to the con- | 


sideration of the resolution offered by him on the || 


24th December last, providing that in elections of 
officers for the House, the vote should be taken 
viva voce. He thought the subject should be dis- 
posed of. 

The motion was objected to. 

On motion of Mr. EVANS, the House pro- | 
a to the consideration of the orders of the | 

ay. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


} 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- | 


lowing communications; which were appropri- 
ately disposed of: 


From the Secr 0 ining i a 
rom etary of War, containing informa || Weaver; 


tion in relation to the Delaware breakwater; 

From ‘the Secretary of War, in relation to a 
road on the northern frontier of the State of 
Maine; 


From the Secretary of War, enclosing a re- | 


survey, plan, and estimate, for building a light- | Samuel Southerland; 


house on Brandywine shoal, in the Delaware } 


Bay; 


HARBOR OF MACKINAW. 


A memorial from the Legislative Council of | 


Michigan in relation toa light-house, light-vessel, 


and theimprovement of the harbor of Mackinaw. |' rence; 


From the Secretary of War, covering a report || 
of all the contracts made by the War Department, || 
for the year 1834, made pursuant to law. 1 

| 


SENATE BILLS. || 


The following bills from the Senate were read || at Jackson, in the State of Tennessee; and 


twice and committed: 


i 


A bill for the relief of Abraham E. Boutwell | 


and David Pearson; \| 


A bill granting a pension to Robert Lucas; 

A bill for the relief of George McFadden; 

A bill for the relief of Simeon S. Morrill and 
Theophilus Beekman; 

A bill for the relief of George C. Seaton; 

A bill granting a pension to Larned Swallow; 

A bill granting a pension to John Bryant; 

A bill granting a pension to Noah Miller; 

A bill placing Captain Cole, a Seneca Chief, on 
the pension roll; 

A bill for the relief of Benjamin Holland; 

A bill for the relief of William Keller; 

A bill granting a pension to Justus Cobb; 

A bill granting a pension tu Labert L. Van Vel- 
kenburg; E 

A bill granting a pension to Isaac Eckright; 

A bill for the reiief of William C. Beard; 

A bill for the relief of Jacob Stewart; 

A bill for the relief of Elijah Blodgett; 

A bill for the relief of Thomas Simpson; 

A bill for the relief of Thankful Randall; 

A bill for the relief of Colonel Daniel Newnan; | 

A bill for the relief of Peter Triplett; 

A bill for the relief of Peter Doxtator and Jacob | 


A bill for the relief of John Dal, of Maine; 
A bill for the relief of Simeon Meachum; 

A bill for the relief Joseph Gilbert; 
A bill for the relief of the widow and heirs of | 


| 


A bill for the relief of Timothy Jordan; 

A bill for the relief of Daniel Page; 

A bill for the relief of Walter Phillips; 

A bill for the relief of Elizabeth May; 

A bill for the relief of Jared Buckingham; 

A bill for the relief of Solomon Case; 

A bill for the relief of the widow of Noah Chit- | 
tenden; 

A bill for the relief of Colonel William Law- 


A billto provide for paying certain pensioners 





A bill from the Senate to provide for further || 


A bill to change the organization of the General 








RELIEF OF CITIZENS OF ARKANSAS 

| The bill for the relief of citizens of Arkansag 

| who lost their improvements in consequence of a 

| treaty with the Choctaw Indians, was taken up. 

| An amendment reported from the committee-to 
this bill, and also one offered by Mr. HARDIN a 
were adopted. . 


Mr. VINTON opposed the passage of the bill. 


| He considered it tantamount to giving a reward 


for the violation of the laws. 
Mr. SEVIER (the Delegate from Arkansas) 


_ defended the justice of the provisions of the bill 
| with great animation. 


He contended that those 
who remained upon their lands in defiance of the 
orders of the Government had been paid, while to 

| those who obeyed, and went off, this just remu- 
neration was denied. The Government had taken 
these improvements and transferred them for a 
valuable consideration. Its refusal to pay the 
claims of those citizens, he could look upon as but 

| little better than highway robbery. If ever there 
was a claim which appealed most strikingly to the 
justice of the House, he conceived this to be the 
one. He dwelt on the merits of those individuals 
who act as the pioneers in the settlement of our 
frontiers, denominated squatters. There were many 
of them his particular friends. _The bill was de- 
| signed to render them sheer justice, and he hoped 
it would be passed. 

Mr. BURGES said he knew the sportive feel- 
ings of the gentleman from Arkansas, or he should 
regret to hear any action of the Government com- 
pared to highway robbery; but that gentleman 
defended the system of ** squatting’’—(a by-word, 
by the way, which had obtained currency here, 


| but which he did not remember to have ever used 


before)—as meritorious, and as having been re- 


| warded by the grant of lands from the early days 


of the Government. It was very true, when the 
savages hung upon our frontiers like a cloud— 
when the war-whoop resounded, and the toma- 
hawk and scalping-knife were drinking the blood 
of their victims, we did give the public lands to all 
those who put their lives in their hands and acted 
as pioneers in opening the wilderness to our citi- 
zens. But now, in profound peace, when the 
danger from the savages was gone by, and the 
settler had nothing to do but to take up the public 
| property at the public expense, the case was widely 
different. He understood that some of these set- 
tlers had made large improvements—large cotton 
plantations, &c., because there was no obstruction 
to theirsettlement. Would the coe pretend 
to compare these men with the hardy pioneers of 


| the West, who planted and defended their habita- 
| tions in peril? He considered the bill altogether 


the most singular that had ever been presented. 

He denied the justice of the claims which it coun- 
tenanced. 

_ Messrs. EWING and ASHLEY addressed the 
House in favor of the bill. 

Mr. HARDIN proposed another amendment, 
by adding to one of the provisions of the bill the 
words, *‘ which is, by law, subject to entry.” 

Mr. MASON stated the views which influenced 
the committee to report the bill, and advocated, at 

| Some length, its passage. 
| Mr. VINTON again rose,and stated the objec- 


|| tions he entertained to the bill. The persons here 

| proposed to be indemnified had gone on to the 
|| public lands without the sanction or color of law, 
| and in direct violation of law. The lands in ques- 


tion had never been authorized to be sold or settled. 
If the principle sanctioned in the bill was to obtain, 


the Government had better give up the public 
| domain entirely, as it was no longer safe in its 
| custody. 


Mr. BURGES said he agreed with the gentle- 


man from Ohio, {Mr. Vinton,] thet if the princi- 


ples of this bill were to be sanctioned, we had 
| better abandon the public lands altogether. We 
| had subdued the natives who were its true and 
| original owners. They had been driven across 
| the great river of the West. They had gone to- 
| wards the setting sun; and would reach the happy 
| isles of the creed of their fathers before we could 
render them justice. It was high time, he thought, 


A bill making an appropriation for building a || compensation to the marshal for the district of || for this Government to compel some respect for 


light-house at Mobile Point, and placinga buoyin | Delaware. 


Mobile bay; 


The bill to provide additional compensation to || 


A bill in addition to an act for the relief of the | the marshal of the district of South Carelina, was 
legal representatives of George Hubbert, deceased; || ordered to be engrossed, and read a third time. | 


_ the rules of moral honesty—that the public lands 
might be viewed as other property, and depreda- 
tions committed on it punished in like manner. 
One of the gentlemen had told us that he repre- 


ere raed 


— 


a eee 
ae 3 








eer 


; 
Hl 
5 
t 








2 RAS 


enya > 


Gr MRE hrm 





aaa al ada aia ed ee eee 


justify us in laying our hands upen it. 





18395. 


sented these people. So let him. He supposed | 


it was “like master, ike man.’’? But he would 


bee of thatgenveman not to cast reflections on his 
constituents. He doubted whether he could name 
a man among the intruders on the public lands 
from the State of Rhode Island. If there were any 
settler from that State, he had doubtless pur- | 
chased from somebody. If he had purchased from 
a land thief, he had purchased without knowing 
that it was stolen. Another gentleman (Mr. Ma- 
son] had said it was the policy of the old States 
to prevent their poor from acquiring the lands of 
the West—— ; : 

Mr. MASON said such was not his sentiments. | 
He had alluded to it as the language of the West. 

Mr. BURGES said he was very glad; he was | 
delighted to hear that this was not the language | 
of the gentleman from Virginia. It might do for 
the West, where such stumps were found, but he | 
should regret to hear it from one coming from the 
vicinity of the Potomac. Mr. B. said it was true 
the people of the East, by giving employment to | 
their poor, in manufactures, did discourage the 
migration of such as were too poor to purchase 
lands, as it was known they could not get land 
without plundering it; and he agreed with Adam || 
Smith, that of all luggage the transportation of 
human beings was the most expensive. We of 
the East (said Mr. B.) know we have many estab- | 
lished in the West who are now our friends, and 
who were once our neighbors. We rejoice in 
their prosperity, knowing, as we do, that they 
form a chain with us which binds the Union to- 
gether. But it was high time for the people of 
this country to set some value on the public lands. 
If it continued to be culled out and the best of it 
sacrificed to speculators, it would befrittered away 
to a shadow. If we could save enough of it to 
educate our children, one great object would be | 
gained; and this was the only object which could | 


Mr. PARKER said a few words in opposition 
to the bill. If these individuals had well-grounded | 
claims on the Government, let them be presented | 
here for payment in money. We had a key to | 

| 


the Treasury here, but none to the land treasury. 
He was opposed to this system of voting one hun- 


or one dollar. 

Mr. CROCKETT said he would go as far as | 
the President in his message proposed togo. He | 
would give every citizen a portion of the public | 
lands who would settle upon it. No act of the 
President’s life pleased him so much as the avowal 
of this sentiment. He was in favor of the bill; 
but speaking had become so fashionable on that 
floor, in this pressing stage of the business of the 
session, that he began to believe in the doctrine 
that silence was a virtue. 

Mr. HANNEGAN said he did not rise so 
much for the purpose of debating the merits of 
the bill under consideration, as of replying to and 
repelling the unwarrantable and insidious asper- 
sions so unjustly cast upon the western country by 
the gentleman from Rhode Island, [Mr. Burces, | 
aspersions for which no cause could be assigned, 


no reason found in what was then pending before | 


| candor and justice. 


| ton; and not these alone. 
dred and sixty acres for every claim of one cent 


to hold so sacred in himself? Can we eredit the | 


sincerity of his professions of atiachment to his 
own home, when, with cold, unfeeling levity, he 
openly mocks at the attachment of others? Can 
such a man be sincere? Are not his professions 
false and hollow ? 

The invidious remark of the gentleman from 


| Rhode Island in replying to the gentleman from 
_ Virginia, [Mr. Mason,] ‘* that he would not have 
| expected so much of the demagogue from one so 
| near the waters of the Potomac; that it was better 


‘ suited to the West, where stumps were plenty,” 


| howeverit might answer the views of the honorable 


gentleman from Rhode Island, in making his court 
to Virginia, was by no meanscalculated to heighten 
him individually in the estimation of the House, 
or to elevate his character before the country for 
For the purpose of exposing 
the injustice of the remark, so obvious to all, it 
will be unnecessary to institute any comparisons, 
resort to any appeal, make any reference to times, 
past orpresent. What the West was, all the world 
knew; what her sons were, had been tried in the 
hour of difficulty, of danger, and of death. 
Promptly responsive to their country’s call in the 
moment of her necessity, when girt around by 
enemies, they had not, they would not, no, God 
forbid that they evershould, stop to inquire whether 
her cause was right or wrong, after the sword had 
once been drawn, the standard unfurled, and the 
shrill bugle sounded the rally for her defence. To 


| the call of their whole country they had promptly 
' responded, as a body. 


In defence of their own 
loved ‘* West”? as individuals, they would be 
equally prompt, whenever occasion required a 


| sacrifice or a hazard at their hands, for the main- 


tenance of her honor or her interests. 

Who would have recognised to-day in the scorn- 
ful contemner of the habits and the customs of a 
large portion of the western people, the same 
individual who, on some former occasion, has so 
feelingly and beautifully pictured out of his own 
New England, her smiling fields, her admirable 


institutions, her evidences of devotion to the com- | 


mon cause of liberty in other times? And true it 
is she has them; her Bunker Hill, and her Benning- 
But with equal pride 
cannot the West turn to her evidences of devotion 
to the same holy cause: Has she not her New 
Orleans, her Tippecanoe, her Thames, her Raisin, 
where the blood of her best, her noblest sons 
flowed freely out, an offering before the high altar 
of the whole, the common country? The hour 
will never come when her sons shall look with 
coldness or indifference on those fields, or regard 
with feelings other than those of holy pride, the 
oft-repeated instances of her attachment to the 
cause of liberty and the Union. What! (said Mr. 
H.,) is it a reproach to have sprung from the 
‘© West,”’ that ** West’? whom her sons love so 
well, whose very name stirs up their hearts, 
quickens their pulses, as the name of a fond 
mother in whose lap they have been nurtured? 
To her they ever turn with fond affection, thank- 


| ful to God that their eyes had opened first in her 
| unsullied retreats; that first they had seen the sun 


the House, or had been previously uttered in de- | 


bate-—charges the most extraordinary that he had 
ever heard uttered on that floor, and without the 
shade of provocation. Tothem, however, and to 
the gentleman from Rhode Island, he would not 
reply in the spirit that had dictated that gentle- 
man’s wanton reproaches upon a race of people 
about whom he knew nithing, and to whose 
habits he would, in all likelihood, forever con- 
tinue a stranger. Mr. H. said his surprise had 
been increased, when he reflected from what quar- 
ter this attack came; from one whose sectional 
attachments, if we are to judge by what has often 
escaped him, are as strong as man’s can be—one 
whose tongue was never silent when New Eng- | 
land was assailed; whose eloquence had so often 
stirred his auditory, not only on that floor, but 
elsewhere, in repelling the thrusts made at the 
land of **the Pilgrim Fathers.’? 

For the love borne by the honorable gentleman 
from Rhode Island to hi 
fence of her, for his devotion to her interests, he 
(Mr. H.)honored him. But, sir, is it not strange | 
to hear from such a source a wanton violation of | 
those very feelings in others, 








S native land, for his de- || 


shine down on her free and green hill tops above, 
and the waters roll on their way through her rich 


| and beautiful valleys below. And this pride, and 
| this love, every true son she has will carry with 


him, through life, the dearest of all cherished 


|| affections, the deepest imbedded in his heart. He 


| will carry it to every. country—to every clime— 


|| where destiny may cast him. 


It will cease—it 


_ will be lost—and lost only when the grave closes 


} 


over the last throbbings of earthly attachment. 
The remark of the gentleman from Rhode Island 


| intended so sarcastically to be felt in this House, 
_at the expense of my colleague, [Mr. Ewine,] 
| when he treats him as the specimen of the people 


he represents, and with indecent levity, aims to 
excite a transitory mirth by the infliction of a 
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expression of feeling which swells almost too high 


for control. But that intended sarcasm carried 
with it a compliment the highest that | would ask 
at the hands of mortal man. | would ask no 
more than to be regarded as the personified delin- 
eation of the courage, the generosity, the honor, 
and the chivalry of that people in the midst of 
whom I first drew breath, and surrounded by 
whom I have grown to manhood. 

A few remarks concerning the peopie whom the 
honorable gentleman from Rhode Island is pleased 
to designate as ‘land robbers,’’ ‘* thieves,’’ 
‘* depredators,”’ whose offences, morally, fall noth- 
ing short of the crime of larceny. It requires no 
little stretch of imagination to recognise, under 
these epithets, that industrious portion of our 
community in the West, numbers of whom have 
emigrated from New England, and who, being 
without the means of purchesing, have become, 
with their families, the actual occupants of small 
portions of the soil, for which they ask no other 


| favor than a preémption right, at the minimum 


| price of the Government. 


Far different are the 
feelings by which they have been led to make for 
themselves a home, their families a shelter and a 
subsistence. It is their aversion to the very crimes 
of which the gentleman speaks that has induced 
them to leave the older and the compactly settled 


| portions of the country, where even industry is 
| pinched too often by want, and to brave the ex- 


posures, the severities, and the hardships, incident 


' to the life of him who goes into the bosom of the 


| forest, depending upon his axe for the roof that 


deadly wound, not upon his (Mr. Ewine’s] feel- | 


ings, but the character of those from amongst 


_only with the workings of a heart whose male- 


|, of others. 


volence seeks for its gratification in the miseries 
I would offer no rebuke to the gentle- 
man from Rhode Island; his years are many, his 
hairs are white, and thinned by time—mine are 


|| whom he comes, is what I had not expected from | 
| the gentleman. 


must shelter, and upon his rifle for the food that 
must furnish, not him alone, but those to whom 
nature has given the dearest and holiest claims 
upon his exertions and his existence. They have 
gone to avoid the miserable condition of the thou- 
sands who are now lingering about the purtieus of 


| the large cities, pressed by want, struggling with 
| famine and cold, the honesty of whose hearis has 
| been crushed, the firmness of whose integrity has 
| finally bowed before the fierce influence of hunger 


and necessity, and who have been forced to sus- 
tain existence by continued depredations upon the 
persons and property around them, and living 


| alone by plunder and pillage, have sunk into all 


the excesses of crime. ‘These same miserable 
outlaws, had their lot been cast amongst the class 
so bitterly contemned by the honorable gentleman 
from Rhode Island, would have presented a far 
different picture of humanity—one more grateful 
to the heart that looks with benevolence upon the 
race of human kind. 

With all the attachment borne by the gentleman 
from Rhode [sland for his own State, and the high 


| opinion he has of the condition of her working 


population, I think the contrast between their 
condition and that of the backwoodsmen—the 


| squatter, to use that word which sounds, as the 


gentleman says, 8o horrid to his ears—wiill present, 
even to his view, a picture more favorable to the 
latter. Take the class who labor for subsistence 
in the large manufacturing institutions, and what 
does that labof produce to them, at the end of each 
week, more than will barely answer the pressing 
demands for food and raiment? Successive years 
of labor will find them still the same—no increase 
of stores—no addition of comforts; far less of 
wealth or substance. The scanty pittance is ex- 
pended, week by week, as itis earned. Wearied 
with his endless drudgery, and its miserable rec- 


_ ompense, the laborer of years at last turns his 


| that vision confirmed ? 
| truth? 


_ seek the answer of the pilgrim himself. 
| give it you beneath his own roof—he who sought 
It would seem to be consistent | 


eyes to the farpff West—that land of promise, 
whose harvests, fame tells him, are golden—whose 
lands yield almost spontaneously to the wants of 
man. He seeks in ee bosom the truth of the tale 
that has lured him, the reality of the vision that 
has flitted so often over his doubting senses. Is 
Is that tale the tale of 
Has the land of promise been reached, 
and its harvests found ripening in the head? Wait 
the lapse of a few, a very few short years, and then 
He will 


the land of the stranger on foot, with scarcely the 


' means of a dinner in his pocket, will furnish forth 


the comforts of his habitation. Humble it may 
be to the dweller in cities, but with comfort it 
abounds, and within is peace, and health, and 


| plenty, and without, the eye is greeted by the 
which he profeuses |! the reverse—the contrast checks in me that '' bountiful and waving crop, and the grazing herds 
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may be traced through the distant glade. It is 
his own, all his own, the fruit, the labor of his 
hands,and with cheerful delight he gazes over his 
farm, and feels, with honest pride, the independ- 
ence of afreeholder. Elowever kind may be the 
recollections with which memory visite the parent 
land, thet memory is unclouded wi. regret, for 
he has exchanged toil for rest, penury for plenty, 
servitude for freedom. If Rhode Island, as often 
happens, has been his early home, the change is 
even greater, the cause of his rejoicing still more 
mereased, for the high instrument, the paramount 
law which secures and guaranties his nghts as a 
man, his privileges and his protection asa citizen, 
is no longer a royal charter, a grant carrying with 
it the degrading evidence of a monarch’s rule, the 
humiliating admission that his kingly condescension 
had more wisely provided for freedom than free- 
men themselves could. No, he has exchanged the 
government of this charter for a consti/ulion formed, 
perfected, adopted in all its parts, by the people 
themselves, created at their will, based upon their 
confidence, and sustained by their affection, an 
honored and living commentary upon the great 
principle of human equality. 

It is such men as ! have described that have 
this day fallen under the denunciations of the hon- 
orable gentleman from Rhode Island, and whom 
he thinks it would be discreditable to represent 
on this floor. For my own part, | am proud to 
acknowledge that such are many of my constit- 
uents; and I apprehend they would lose but little 
by any comparison that might be instituted be- 
tween their moral condition and that of the people 
of Rhode Island, or elsewhere. The very industry 
which they practice in acquiring for themselves a 
home, is a sufficient compensation to the Govern- 
ment for her land, as it increases their attachment 
to her, by extending their intérest in the soil. 
What constitutes the wealth, the reliance, the 
boast of any nation, but its population? What is 
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different States, for the purpose of educating all | an appropriation for the preservation of Black 


the children of the country, I would beg leave to_ 
protest on many accounts. One reason, however, 
will be sufficient at this time. I do not wish to see 
Rhode Island raising the means for the education 
of her children out of the soil of Indiana. Let 
her raise those means at home; let her educate her 
own children with her own means, and we will 
educate our children in the same way. We will 
teach them the proper duties of the citizen; instil 
into them a pure love of the free institutions of 
their country; a readiness to defend them when as- 
sailed by outward foes; aye, or by intestine traitors; 
a just regard, too, for the feelings of all mankind: in 
a word, we will teach them al! that man should 
be; just so much and no more; and it will be well 
for the fume of Rhode Island should the same 
course be hers in times to come. 

Mr. Speaker, I have done. The rhetorical 
flourish of the gentleman in behalf of the poor 
Indian requires no answer; its use for sympathy, 
or ornament, in setting off a speech, however it 
might suit, were the Indians concerned in the 
matter before the House, is now of little avail 


| either way, being entirely out of place. 


| fully understood the subject. 


the great and paramount object of all Government, | 


if itis not the prémotion of happiness and security 
among its people? Of all Governments that have 
existed, ours professes in the highest degree, and 
ia beyond doubt, in the outline, best calculated to 
promote the end desired. Yet with all its advan- 


practically misapplied. 


We are doing what no good Government be- | 


sides has ever done, and what it is to be hoped 
will soon be eradicated from our system—we are 
making the public domain of the country a matter 
of speculation and profit upon our own citizens, 


for the purpose of increasing the Treasury spoils | 


that are annually divided out on this floor. In- 


stead of this course, were we to portion in limited | 


parcels the whole domain as it might become set- 
tied by the class of veople against whom the anath- 
ema of the honorable gentleman has been directed; 


were we to divide it amongst all the industrious | 
poor of the whole country willing to become its | 
tenants, and reap its harvests, how much would | 
not the sum of human happiness be raised? How | 


immeasurably would the true wealt# of the nation 
be increased ? 
But to this the honorable gentleman from Rhode 


Island, and those who act with him on the main | 


question involving the public lands, have an objec- 
tion so deep—to the selfish politician so strong— 
that, notwithstanding the covert under which they 
would fain hide the true cause, no occasion passes 
without its exhibition. And this cause, and this 
alone, I do from the bottom of my heart believe 
has prompted the open and violent assault of the 
honorable gentleman to-day upon a whole race of 
people. It is the fact that political power and 


To the merits of that class, for a portion of 
whom the benefits of the bill under consideration 


are intended, | have borne and can bear every tes- | 


timony that honest industry deserves. The bill 
itself has my hearty wishes for its success, and 
shall most cordially have my vote. 


Mr. HUBBARD said, from some remarks” 


which fell from the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
Mason,] he was induced to believe he had not 
If the views taken 
by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. re were 
correct the bill should certainly be rejected. In 
order to give gentlemen a further opportunity for 
investigation, he moved the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and 

The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Saturpay, February 14, 1835. 
Petitions and memorials were presented by 


| Messrs. EWING, KANE, and LINN. 
tages, much of the machinery may be, and is, | 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 
A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by the hands of Mr. Done.son, 
his Private Secretary, calling the attention of Con- 


_grears to a bill for the relief of Benedict Alfred and 


Robert Brush, which obtained the form of law 
without having actually passed the Senate; which, 


on motion of Mr. TOMLINSON, was referred to | 1 [ } {pa 
| the bill, that calls in question the constitutional 


the Judiciary Committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Treagury Depart- 
ment, transmitting the information called for by 
a resolution of the Senate, relative to the claim of 
the owners of the brig Despatch. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BROWN, from the Committee on Claims, 
to which were referred the biils from the House 
for the relief of Theodore Owners, and for the re- 
lief of the legal representatives of Aaron Smith, 
deceased, reported them severally, without amend- 


ment. 

Mr. ROBBINS, from the Library Committee, 
to which was referred the bill from the House 
making provision for the purchase of a fac simile 


| of General Washington’s accounts, reported the 


strength is gliding too rapidly from the East to the | 


West. The population of the latter, growing in 


number, and directing all their energies to the de- || 


velopment of the many resources kindly provicled 
by nature, presents a scene of advancing power 


that has kindled up the jealousy of some in tne | 
eastern section, who can view only the dark side | 


of the picture—their own downfall in the pros- 
perity of others, Sir, it will be all in vain; no 
checks can now restrain the growing prospects 
of the great valley of the West. Her march is 
steady, sure, and onward. 

Against the very kind suggestions of the gentle- 
man, that the proceeds from the sales of the public 
lands should be taken and distributed amongst the 


same without amendment. | 

Mr. BROWN, from the Committee on Claims, 
to which was referred the petition of George 
Kyles, reported unfavorably upon the same; and 
the committee were discharged from the further 
consideration of the petition. 

RESOLUTIONS. 

The following resolution, submitted yesterday 
by Mr. WAGGAMAN, was considered, and 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested 
to communicate to the Senate the report received 
from the person charged with the mineralogical 
and geological investigation authorized by an act 

_ of Congress at the last session. 


' resolution: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 


Rock harbor on the northerly side of Long Island 


| Sound. 
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COLONEL JOHN LAWRENCE. 
The bill in addition to the act for the relief of 
the personal representatives of Colonel John Law- 


rence, deceased, was read the third time, and 


passed, 
LAND TO POLISH EXILES. 

On motion of Mr. POINDEXTER, the Senate 
took up for consideration, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill supplementary to the act of last 
session, granting a township of land to certain 
exiles from Poland; and after some remarks from 
Mr. P., on motion of Mr. KING, the bill was 
laid on the tabie. 


REORGANIZATION OF JUDICIAL DISTRICTs. 


On motion of Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, the 
Senate took up for consideration the bill to con- 
solidate the third and fourth judicial districts of 
the United States; when, on his motion, the bil! 


| was postponed to, and made the special order for, 


Wednesday next. 


REPRESENTATIVES OF COLONEL ROBERT 
JEWETT. 

The Senate considered, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Lieutenant Robert Jewett, late of the 
Virginia Continental Line. 

After some remarks from Mr. LEIGH, in sup- 
port, and by Mr. HILL, against the bill, it was 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 


RELIEF OF THE DISTRICT CORPORATIONS. 


On motion of Mr. TYLER, the Senate took up 
the bill for the benefit of the Corporations of Wash- 
ington, Georgetown, and Alexandria; when, on 
his motion, it was postponed to, and made the 
special order for, Thursday next. © 


SPECIAL ORDER—FOUR YEARS’ LAW. 


The Senate then resumed the consideration, as 
in Committee of the Whole, of the bill to repeal 
that part of the act of 1820 limiting the terms of 
certain offices, commonly cailed the four years’ 
law. . 

Mr. EWING rose and said, the question before 
the Senate was one of the wtmost importance; 
and one that was deserving a most serious consid- 
eration. He should not feel himself bound to 


| sustain the bill from the importance of the first 


and second sections, but the third involved prin- 
ciples of the most momentous consequences. He 
had not heard anything said against that part of 


powers of the Executive. Thethird section treated 
upon those powers of the Executive which had 
been claimed as derived directly from the Consti- 
tution. If the President did hold these powers 
from the Constitution, then the bill came in con- 
tact with the Constitution itself. He did not oe- 
lieve, however, that the Constitution gave the 
ower of removal from office to the Executive. 
e did not deny that the power might be conferred 
by law; but only contended that it was not a con- 
stitutional privilege. The subject was not a new 
one, now for the first time set forth. It had been 
long ago fully discussed by both Houses of Con- 


| gress, and very recently in the Senate, though 


without coming to a decision. The section under 
consideration would test the opinion of the Senate 
on that point. The Constitution vested all execu- 
tive power in the President; but the term executive 
power, was ambiguous, undefined, and loose in its 
construction. It had long been a question for 
debate among statesmen, men of the greatest tal- 
ents and profoundest sagacity. What was execu- 
tive power, he wouldask? How far did it extend? 
If it was intended to vest all power in the hands 





j 


‘| doubtful. 


of the Executive, then it should have been more 
clearly defined, and not been left uncertain and 
Among the monarchies of Europe the 
executive power of the Kings was unlimited; but 


‘| the framers of our Constitution did not look to 


Europe for patterns and models by which to build 
up the institutions of a free people. By thephrase 


|| executive power, they did not intend to confer on the 
| Mr. TOMLINSON submitted the following | President the power of appointment and removal. 
|| Neither was it so understood and expressed by 


| instructed to inquire into the expediency of making | 


writers and books on executive power. 
Mr. E. referred to the opinions of Necker and 
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branch of Government (said Mr. E.) ought not 
to have the power of willing and acting; that the | 
Executive ought not to judge, but to fulfil the de- | 
cisions of others. The President did not even | 
ossess all the powers (said Mr. E_) necessary for || 
executing the laws, but often needed the assistance | 
of Congress. If he did, he could raise money to | 
support the administration of the laws. But for) 
this no one would contend. So the Constitution | 
declares that all legislative power shall be vested | 
in Congress. This expression was equally strong | 
with that which declares that all executive power 
should be vested in the President. But that all 
legislative power was not vested in Congress was || 
evident from the fact that the Constitution required || 
the sanction of the President upon all laws; and 
also gave him the veto privilege. Hence it was 
probable that no powers were conferred, unless | 
particularly s ecified; that the authors of the 
Constitution first stated the general proposition 
where the executive power should be placed, and 
then went on to specify wherein it should consist, 
not, like children, to load it with useless repeti- 
tions, bat to define and limit the extent of execu- 
tive power. ‘Those who claim these powers for 
the Executive went upon the supposition that all | 
powers, not defined by the Constitution, belonged 
to the President. Whereas the very reverse of 
that was true. The Executive possessed only 
those particularly specified by that instrument 
He contended that the different departments of | 
Government ought not to be entirely separate and 
independent of each other. He would make an | 
exception of the judicial branch; it was not neces- 
sary to connect that with the others; but the ex- 
ecutive and judicial departments ought not to be 
separate and independent of each other. | 
He would next proceed to the power of remov- | 
ing from office. It was claimed as correlative to 
appointing to office. The power of repealing | 
laws did not belong to Congress without the sanc- | 
tion of the President. The concurrence of all | 
the parties who made the law was necessary to | 
repeal it; the President could not appoint to office | 
without the consent of the Senate; and by the 
same reasoning as before, the removal could hot | 
be made without the concurrence of the Senate. | 
If the nomination of a new candidate was rejected | 
by the Senate, the incumbent should still continue 
to hold his office and exercise its duties. In 1789 
it was fully discussed whether the President had 
the power of removal or not, derived from the | 


in framing the Constitution, participated in that 

discussion; they were about equally divided be- | 
tween the two opinions. But during the heat and 

excitement of debate, the popularity of General 

Washington drew overa majority to the side of 
executive power. 

Mr. KANE onid be did not mean to enter into | 
this discussion at length. Soon after the forma- 
tion of this Government, those who had the power 
—the first Congress—decided that the President 
had the power of removal from office, as a neces- 
sary incident to theexecutive power. ‘This decis- 
ion (he said) had been practically acceded to for | 
near half a century, and he should not take up | 
time to discuss it, and more especially as the ques- | 
tion was not presented by the bill before the Sen- | 
ate. The first section only repealed the law of 
May, 1820, limiting the term of certain officers. | 
Where did this repeal leave the question of re- 
moval? Precisely where it was before, and placed | 
the tenure of these officers where the practice of | 
all past time had os it—dependent upon Execu- | 
tive pleasure. he second section provides that | 
disbursing offices shall be vacated upon the defal- | 
cation of the officer. Here is removal by law, 
but no limitation is imposed thereby upon the | 
pees power of removal in the Executive. | 

he third and last section admits in general terms | 
the right of the President, without consulting the | 
Senate, to remove. And yet it requires the Presi- | 
dent to lay his reasons therefor before the Senate. | 
This, if no other reason existed, he thought was | 
sufficient to induce him to vote against the bill. 
Admitting to its fullest extent the power in the 
President which he can exercise under the Consti- 
tution, without any responsibility except to the 
people through the ballot-boxes, or to the impeach- 


_ THE CONGRESSION 


the patriots of the French Revolution. The same 


|| 18 not confessedly responsible. 


give his reasons for exercising his constitutional 

wers to the Senate, to which, in this respect, he 
What shall we do 
with these reasons when we get them? Shall we 
take the course which was taken with the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, when he laid his reasons for 
removing the deposites before Congress? Shall 
we resolve that the executive has violated the Con- 
stitution? That wecannot do; because we admit, 
by this bill, he has the right to do the act, and that 
he can do it regardless of the Senate. If he had 
no other reason for the vote he was about to 
give, this palpable inconsistency would be suffi- 
cient. 

Mr. BIBB said he agreed that the executive 
power resided, and should reside, in the President; 
but, at the same time, he believed that Congress 
had power to regulate it. He thought the Presi- 
dent possessed no other executive powers than 
those particularly specified in the Cqnstitution. If 
more were granted, he would have an unlimited, | 
boundless power, capable of absorbing all the | 
other branches of the Government. Mr. B. allu- | 
ded to party distinctions and political strife; which 
he contended were necessary for the healthy ad- 
ministration of public affairs, as much so as the 
winds, the waves, and tempests were to purify 
the ocean. No great reforms could be effected 
without the influence of party tocarry iton. Mr. 
B. went on at some length in his remarks, and 
finally concluded by disclaiming all ambitious 
motives and desires of sharing in any further polit- 
ical projects. 

Mr.SHEPLEY opposed the bill at some length. 

Mr. CLAY said that at the last session he 


| presented resolutions respecting the power of 


removal by the Executive. He still deemed the 


| subject of momentous importance, opening a wide 


field for discussion; but he did not propose to 


| debate it now. But he would present his views 


in the shape of an amendment to the section of the 
bill which relates to the power of appointment by 
the President. Although hedid not formally offer 
it as an amendment, he desired that it might lie 
on the table. It is as follows: ‘* That in all in- 
‘ stances of appointment to office, by and with the 
‘advice and consent of the Senate, the power of 
‘removal shall be exercised only in concurrence || 
‘with the Senate. And when the Senate is not in 
‘session, the President may suspend any Such 
‘ officer, communicating to the Senate his reasons 
‘for the suspension, during the first month of its 


wel | ‘succeeding session, and if the Senate concur with 
Constitution; many gentlemen who had assisted | 


‘him, the officer shall be removed; butif it do not 
‘concur with him, the officer shall be restored to 
‘ office.’”?” He hoped at another time to be able to | 
show that the President had not this power of 
removal given him in the Constitution—he had 
searched that instrument with his utmost care, 
without being able to find it. And he was in 
hopes that some gentleman of the Administration 
party would have undertaken to show that it did 
exist. One gentleman over the way (Mr. Kane] 
had only peeped out at it, and the other [Mr. 
Suep.ey] would not touch it at all. Why not? 
Why not take up the Constitution and discuss it? 
Why thus diffident in coming out and giving their 
reasons for the existence of a power the practical 
operation of which was to give the Executive an 
influence over an army of men which was not 
equalled in ancient Rome? If this power exist, 
let gentlemen show it. And when we come here 
on Monday, he hoped some of the leaders of the 
Administration party, some of the honorable gen- 
tlemen then in his eye, would come prepared to 
show that the power existed and was rightfully 
exercised. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said he was sorry to see 
that the honorable gentleman from Kentucky | 
appeared disposed so frequently to pay his com- 
pliments to him | 
| Mr. CLAY interposed, and remarked that he | 

did not mean the honorable member from Peénn- | 
sylvania; but if he chose to come out upon the | 
| question, his respect for that gentleman would in- 
Ge him to listen to him with great pleasure. He | 
might have turned his eye toward the honorable | 
gentleman, but in truth he meant the honorable | 
member from New York, who sat in the same | 


range. 
| Mr. BOCHANAN resumed. He had nothing 
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gentleman from Kentucky should come out and 
show that a practice which was coéxistent with 
the Government itself, and which had been exer- 
cised by Mr. Madison, was unconstitutional, he 
would undertake to show, in his humble manner, 
that it was consututional, and that it was a prac- 
tice under which this country had flourished to an 
extent unexampled in the world. 

Mr. SHEPLEY said that the gentleman from 
Kentucky did not understand him correctly. He 
said that he would not now discuss a question 
which opened so wide a field, because there was 
not time for it. He did not and would not shun 
an inquiry into the correctuess and constitutional- 
ity of a practice which was exercised under every 
Administration of the Government, fram its or- 
ganization down to the present time. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Satourpay, February 14, 1835. 


Mr. J.Q.ADAMS, on leave, presented several 
petitions for the abolition of slavery in the District 
of Columbia. ; 

Mr. J.Q@. ADAMS then said, while he had 
possession of the floor he hoped the House would 
indulge him for a few moments in making a brief 
explanation in reference to a matter personal to 
himself, and of considerable interest also to the 
House. 

It would be recollected that on that day last 
week he offered a resolution to the House on the 
reference of certain documents to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, with instructions to report 
forthwith on that part of the President’s message 
relating to the state of our affairs with France. In 


| the course of the remarks he made at that time, 


the expression escaped him, that the other branch 
of the Legislature, after deliberating fully and 
thoroughly upon the subject-matter of these rela- 
tions, had ultimately come to the determination 
unanimously to ‘* dodge’’ the question, The House 


| would recollect that the moment he used the word, 


the Speaker arrested his remarks, umder the rule 


of the House forbidding any member thereof to 


refer to anything that had taken place, or might 
be taking place, in the other branch of the Legisla- 
ture. By doing so, the Speaker, Mr. A. had no 
doubt without any intention, had deprived him of 
the means of giving an explanation at the time. 
He was, therefore, silenced, and took his seat. 
But it struck him then as a very hard case to be 
arrested upon a mere simple rule of the Ilouse, 
which was violated every day by almost every 
_ member, viz: a single reference to the proceed- 
| ings of the other branch of the Legislature; and he 
| thought himself called upon to ask the Speaker 
privately why it was that he was so arrested under 
that rule, when other members were allowed the 
indulgence every day in almost every debate that 
took place. The Speaker then informed Mr. A. 
that it was not the simple reference to the pro- 
ceedings in the other branch which had induced 
him to stop Mr. A., but that he thought the use 
of the term “ dodge,’’ with reference to their pro- 
ceedings, was disrespectful, and that it was on 
that account alone he had done so. It was the 
manner of the allusion, and not the allusion itself 
upon which the Speaker thought proper to arrest 
Mr. A.’s remarks. Thus he was precluded from 
| making, as he wished, an explanation at the mo- 
ment, and for which he now rose to make. 

Mr. A. then said he disclaimed all intention 
| whatever, in the most positive and explicit terms, 
He not only intended 
nothing disrespectful, but it was his intention to 

have recommended the House to do the same 
| thing. His object was that the House should 
| have deliberated upon the subject, and he should 
| then have recommended it to ‘* dodge’’ the ques- 
| tion as the Senate had done, at least for the pres- 
| ent. He wished to make this explanation, for he 


|| had been given to understand that several individ- 


ual members of the other branch of the Legislature 
had felt themselves hurt at the expression used 
by him. He reiterated, therefore, in the most 
positive and explicit manner, that he was far, 
| very far, from intending anything disrespectful to 
the House or to the Senate, by the use of the 


ing power, yet the bill requires the President to || further to say, except that when the honorable | term ‘‘dodge.’’ He thought then, and he still 
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thought, that the Senate had acted in perfect con- 
formity to their duty; and the unanimity with 


which that body had acted was precisely the 
unanimity in which he wished the House to have 
acted. He then informed the House of the object 
of the motion then made, viz: of calling upon the 
Committee on Foreign Relations to do what he 
thought the duty of every committee to do, report 
as soon as possible upon any matter referred to 
them. He wished the House to show the coun- 
try that they were not sleeping upon a matter 
involving the rights, the interests, and the honor 
of the country. ‘That was his intention, and this 
explanation he desired to make. 
There was another matter of much more import- 
ance, to which he would also briefly advert. In 
that great commercial emporium, the city of New 
York, he had been informed that great excitement 
had arisen, not from the action of, but in conse- 
quence of the debate that took place in, the House 
on this day week; and mainly from the remarks 
he was understood to have made—or, as it was ex- 
pressed, upon the stand he was supposed to have 
taken. He had seen, from the newspapers, that 
the holders of French goods and wares in the 
cities of New York and Philadelphia had advanced 
their prices upon those goods, in consequence of 
what he had said. He regretted that any such an 
effect should have been produced, and he should 
hardly have believed it possible; for he supposed 
that the mercnants of New York, Philadelphia, 
and al! the other commercial cities in the country, 
would draw their inferences, with respect to the 
proceedings of this Government, not from what 
was said by any one individual member—much 
leas from what was said by Mr. A.—but from the 
action of the House. Whatever, upon that day, 
might have been his partial propensity, or what- 
ever might have been most erroneously repre- | 
sented to have been his viewsand wishes, heshould 
have supposed that the merchants of those large 
cities would have looked to what the House did 
upon his motion, and not upon what he had said. | 
He would remark, that it appeared he was not 
supported by any party in the House; for, so far | 
from agreeing with him, they actually rejected | 
his motion bya very large majority, without even | 
giving him the opportunity of taking the yeas and || 
nays. That fact was as widely diffused abroad | 
as his remarks of that day, and he was, therefore, || 
at a loss to conceive how it was possible for such 
an effect to have taken place, either from what he || 
said or from what the Feaen did. 
In conclusion, (said Mr. A.,) I wish to give this || 
notice, if such notice must be given, to all the 
merchants throughout the Union, that there is not 
the least danger, not the slightest danger, of any- 
thing that can lead to a war, from this House, or 
from the other branch of the Legislature. I say 
this, sir, upon my own responsibility to the nation; 
and [ tell them that in the present state of affairs 
there is no danger of any sort, that anything will | 
be done by this or the other branch of the Legis- || 
lature, which can by any possibility have a ten- | 
dency to create a rupture with France. I say 
this, that they may quiet and tranquilize them- 
selves upon this supposed danger. And I sayit, || 
that they may immediately set about reducing 
their prices upon the lute-strings and silk ribbons, || 
and all those elegant ornaments, so needful to | 
adorn the fair visitors of fancy balls; for God for- | 
bid that I should do or say anything that should || 
be the means of taxing the ladies for ornamenting || 
their persons. 
Mr. A. here concluded, and the petitions were | 
referred to the Committee on the District of Co- || 
lumbia. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. C. JOHNSON offered the following res- 
olution, the consideration of which was postponed 
until Monday, 16th February: 

Resolved, That the report of the Recorder and | 
Commissioners for the adjustment of land titles in 


the State of Missouri, under the acts of the 9th || 
July, 1832, and the 3d March, 1833, be referred || 


i} 
| 


to the Secretary of the Treasury, and that he 
report to the next session of Congress: Ist, as to 
the correctness of the principles adopted and acted 
upon by the Recorder and Commissioners as set 


forth in said report; 2d. That he report, also, to || 


the House the names of the several claimants in 
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| geological and mineralogical surveys and re- | 
| searches. 


| Territories, reported the following resolution: 


j 


said report, whose claims are entitled to confirma: | 
tion under the Spanish regulations, and the several 
acts of Congress upon that subject. 


Mr. PLUMMER offered the following resolu- 
tion; which, under the rule, lies over one day: 

Resolved, That the President of the United 
States be requested to cause to be communicated 
to this House the construction which the proper 
department or departments of the executive branch 
of the General Government placed upon the 
twelfth sectfon of the act of March 3d, 1803, reg- 
ulating the grants and providing for the sale of | 
lands of the United Siates, south of Tennessee; 
the act of March Ist, 1817, enabling the people of 
the western part of Mississippi Territory to form 
a constitution and State government, and the | 
treaties of Pontotoc and Washington, made with | 
the Chickasaw tribe of Indians, so far as relates to 
the rights of the inhabitants of each township to | 
the sixteenth section for the use of schools, and 
the rights of the government of Mississippi to five | 
per cent. of the proceeds of the sale of the lands 
for purposes of internal improvement within that | 
district of country ceded to the United States by 


the aforesaid tribe of Indians, at the treaty of | 
Pontotoc creek, made on the 2d day of October, | 
_ 1832, and whether, in the opinion of the Execu- 


tive, this treaty-making power of the United States 
has or has not placed a specific performance of 
the compact made with the people of Mississippi, 
beyond the contract of the General Government, 
and whether any legislation of Congress is deemed 
necessary to enable the Government to carry into 
effect, in good faith, either tne provisions of the 
act of 1803, relating to the eighteenth section, and 
the act of 1817, relating to the five percent. on the 
stipulations contained in the aforesaid treaties with 
the Chickasaws. 


On motion of Mr. HANNEGAN, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of making | 
Michigan City, on Lake Michigan, in the State of 


| 
| 
| 


Indiana, a port of entry. | 


Un motion of Mr. POPE, 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 


expediency of establishing a post route from Jef- || 


ferson town, Jefferson county, Kentucky, to Shel- || mittee, together with the documents accompany- 


byville, Shelby county, Indiana. 


Mr. SEVIER, by consent, offered the following 
resolution; which was agreed to:_ 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be in- | 
structed to report to this House the report of Mr. | 
Featherstonhaugh, the geologist, employed in| 
virtue of the act of June 28, 1834, appropriating 
the sum of five thousand dollars to be applied to 


Mr. C. ALLAN, from the Committee on the | 


Resolved, That this House will on Friday, the | 
20th instant, take up and consider bills relating 
to the Territories. 

Mr. POLK moved to amend the resolution by 
substituting Tuesday for Friday; which was | 
agreed to. 

Mr. VANCE moved to amend the resolution | 
by including as one of the bills to be considered || 
on that day the bill fixing the northern boundary | 
lines of the States of Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois. || 

The amendment was discussed by Messrs. 
VANCE, C. ALLAN, ASHLEY, ALLEN of) 
Ohio, WHITE, LYON of Michigan, and VIN- | 
TON. 

The debate was arrested by a motion, made by || 
Mr. McKIM, to proceed to the orders of the day. | 

Mr. WILDE moved to reconsider the vote | 





—— the resolution offered this day by Mr. C. || 
| JOHNSON. | : : 
|” After a few remarks by Messrs. C. JOHNSON, || Mr. B. referred to the universal concern which 
ASHLEY, and CLAY, the motion to reconsider || 


was agreed to. 


On motion of Mr. ASHLEY, the further con- 
sideration of the resolution was postponed to 
Monday next. 


GLOBE. 


| 
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of Representatives of the United States from the 
fifth congressional district of Kentucky, is entitled 
to compensation as a member of the last and pres- 
ent session; and that Thomas P. Moore havine 
attended the last session.of Congress by order of 
the House, be allowed like compensation for the 
last session of Congress. 


Mr. HARDIN said tie House would recollect 
that at the last session he entertained the opinion 
which he now did, that Mr. Letcher was entitled 
to his seat in this body. The House had, how- 
ever, come to the conclusion that owing to the 
difficulties which the question presented, it could 
not decide which of the gentlemen was the choice 
of the people. The question was submitted to the 
voters of the district, not to examine the record, 
because that would have been absurd, but that ir 
should be decided by a new election, As both of 
the gentlemen were detained here by the order of 
the House, it was his opinion that both should be 
paid. He was in favor of paying both or neither. 
He therefore moved to amend the resolution so as 
to compensate Messrs. Letcherand Moore for their 

_attendance, under the order of the House at the 
last session. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, concurred en- 
tirely in the views of his colleague, [Mr. Harpin.} 





| He thought both the gentlemen oyght to be paid, 


as proposed. 

Mr. WILDE demanded the yeas and nays on 
| the amendment; which were ordered. 

Mr. CLAY was of opinion that both gertlemen 
should be paid. He thought, however, that the 
claims should be considered separately. As the 
committee had reported this resolution, he was op- 
| posed to throwing any embarrassment in the way 
| of its passage; and if a similar resolution should 
| be proposed in favor of Mr. Moore, he wouid also 
| vote forsuch a proposition. —~ 
| Mr. McIXiM renewed the motion to proceed to 
, the consideration of the orders of the day; which 
| was agreed to—ayes 87, noes 64. 


POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 


| Mr. BRIGGS asked the unanimous consent of 
| the House to consider the motion submitted by 
| him yesterday to print twenty-five thousand extra 
copies of the two reports of the Post Office Com- 


ing the same. 

Objection having been made, Mr. BRIGGS 
moved to suspend the rule; which was carried— 
ayes 114, noes 28. 

The motion was then taken up, the question 
being on arnamendmentoffered by Mr. SPEIGHT 





| would suit their 


| would answer their purposes. 


to substitute ten thousand for twenty-five thou- 
sand copies. 

Mr. SPEIGHT said that when he yesterday 
suggested that ten thousand gopies of the reports 
and documents should be printed, he was not 
aware that they were so voluminous. The print- 
ing of the number he had proposed could not be 
accomplished in any reasonable time. The reports 
and documents could not be embraced in a single 
volume; and as every newspaper in the country 
would publish such portions of the reports as 
pee he would modify his 


amendment by substituting five thousand for ten 


_ thousand copies. 


Mr. BRIGGS said, if he was called upon to 
vary his motion, he should be disposed to increase, 
rather than lessen the number of copies. He 
would do this for the very reason assigned by the 
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Spzienr] for 
reducing the number which that gentleman had 
originally proposed, namely, that the newspapers 
would publish such portions of the reports as 
By a course of this 
kind, the entire matter contained in the reports 
would never reach the people of the United States. 


was felt on this subject. The people looked with 
intense interest for the report of the Committee of 
this House. It had been charged that the affairs 


| of this department had been heretofore misman- 
aged. At the instance of the chairman of the 


| Elections, reported the following resolution: 
Resolved, That Robert P. Letcher having been 


| duly returned as the rightful member of the House 


Mr. CLAIBORNE, frcm the Committee of 


| Committee on the Post Office, [Mr. Connor,] who 
/ was a friend of the Administration, the House, 
at the last session, appointed a select committee 
| to sit in the recess, for the purpose of investiga- 
| ting the affairs of thisdepartment. This commit- 
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tee met in September and had been laboriously 
engaged in the discharge of its duties up to yes- 
terday. The results of their labors had been 
reported to the House, and the question now was, 
how could the country be best made acquainted 
with these results? He knew no other waythan 
the one which he had proposed. It was nota 
sufficient reason, that because this investigation 
was voluminous it should not be extensively cir- 
culated in thecountry. In relation to the contents 
of the reports, he knew but little. He had merely 
seen the result to which the majority of the com- 
mittee (who were friendly to the Administration, ) 
had arrived—a result which the majority declared 
has given them pain and filled them with astonish- 
ment. The people would look with anxiety for this 
report. He had more calls for it ftom his constitu- 
ents than for any other document which had been 
presented to the House. He repeated, in conclu- 
sion, that if he should vary his motion, it would 
be to print a still larger number of these papers 
than what he had originally proposed. 

Mr. E. WHITTLESEY did not think that the 
documents would be found to be as voluminous as 
had been supposed by the gentleman from North 
Carolina, [Mr. Spercut.} A sub-committee had 
undertaken to examine and select such parts of 


these documents as might bé necessary to be | 


rinted. This duty was not as yet performed; 
Pat he felt warranted in saying that a large mass 
of the documents would be found unnecessary, 
and would be thrown out by the sub-committee. 
The principal facts were conceded in both reports. 
This would supers de the necessity of printing all 
the documents. As to the number of the reports 
which should be printed, that wasa matter for the 
House to decide. He had no suggestions to make 
upon that point. In conclusion, Mr. W. said he 
trusted the House would not prematurely enter 
upon a discussion of the reports. 


THE C 


Mr. CONNOR regretted that the concluding | 
remarks of the report of the committee had been 
lugged into this discussion. He doubted very 
much the propriety of the publication which had 
been given to them in a morning paper. Before 
any inferences were drawn from the extracts which 
had been published, it was peculiarly proper that 
the House should be in possession of the whole 
facts. He alluded to the probable amount of 
matter contained in the reports. It was true that | 
many ofthe documents would be cast off as unne- 
cessary to be published. The great mass of them, 
however, must necessarily accompany the report. 
The committee were desirous that every ground 
upon which they had formed their conclusions 
should be distinctly understood. The committee 


| had performed their duties honestly and faithfully, 


Mr. * YNUM said he should consider himself a | 


degraded wretch were he to attempt to withhold 
information from the people. But the fact must 
be apparent to all that a species of extravagance 
had obtained in this House in relation to the print- 
ing of documents which was wholly unauthorized 
and improper. 
posed the printing of an extra number of docu- 
ments, not one half of which were ever sent from 
the Capitol. Ifthe number of the reports in ques- 
tion, which had been proposed by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, (Mr. Brices,] should be 
ordered, not more than two-thirds or one-half of 
them would ever be sent out to the people. An 
inspection of the folding-rooms of the House 
would convince any gentleman that he was not 
mistaken in this particular. 

If gentlemen were anxious to put a stop to a 
prodigal expenditure of the public money, this 


He had, on divers occasions, op- | 


although the results had not been in accordance 


with their wishes. 

Mr. BRIGGS modified his motion by proposing 
to print five thousand copies of the report, together 
with the documents, and twenty thousand copies 
of the report without the documents. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY said, if the proposition of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. Brices] 
referred simply to the printing of the reports, he 
should say nothing on the subject. The motion 
to print the documents was, however, distinct; 
and if it was viewed in reference to an expenditure 
of money, was one of importance. While we 
were looking elsewhere to see if the public money 
had not been improvidently squandered, it would 
perhaps be proper that we should reserve to our- 
selves, to some extent, a portion of the counsels 
which we were disposed to impart to others. It 
was at all events just that the House should be 
informed of the magnitude of the documents which 
accompanied this report. The sub-committee, to 
which reference had been made, would exclude 
but a small portion of them. ‘Those necessary to 
be published would form, in his belief, certainly 
two, and perhaps three, volumes of the ordinary 
size of congressional documents. The number 
which had been proposed to be printed, would cost 
a considerable sum of money. If it was intended 
to send these documents home to every reader, so 


that the whole people may derive from them the | 
facts which are ordinarily to be found in the news- | 


papers, if that is the object, as is argued by the 
honorable member from Massachusetts, {Mr. 
Brices,] it would be necessary to print five hun- 


dred thousand copies instead of five thousand | 
| copies. 


If this was the object, the number pro- 


| posed by the gentleman from Massachusetts, as 
/had been remarked, would be but a drop in a 


| bucket. He was not opposed to printing a reason- | 


ouse was the place which should form the start- | 


ing point. 


The Executive Department had been | 


charged in this House with a wasteful expendi- | 


ture of money, when it was an incontrovertible 
fact that this body was more justly liable to such 
acharge. Those who were the most clamorous 


themselves the peculiar advocates of extravagant | 
and uncalled-for appropriations on this floor. We 


are the trustees (said he) of the people. They 
will not look to us for the information contained in 
these reports. They would look to the public 
prints. Besides, if the proposed number of the 
reports should be printed, a few may obtain them. 
It would hardly be a drop in the bucket, compared 
with the circulation that would be given to them 


in the newspapers. We could not print a suffi- | 
cient number to enlighten the public. If we did | 
expense which would be 


i| 


80, we must incur an 
condemned by all. 
Mr. B. repeated, in conclusion, that if gentle- 
men were disposed to attempt reformation, this 
House was the place to commence. There ap- 
eared to be a greater disposition for extravagance 
ere than elsewhere. He could not vote for the 


Pe een of the gentleman from Massachusetts, | 


Mr. Briges. 
docum 
never sent from the Capitol. They fell to the lot 
of the little ro of the House. Theonly reason 
which could be assigned for publishing so large a 


] Much the larger proportion of the 


number of these reports, was, that it would givea 
the printers of the House. 


good job to 


ents laid upon the tables of members, were | 





| 


able number of these documents for distribution. 
He believed the object of printing an extra num- 
| ber of copies would be as essentially attained by 
publishing two thousand as any other number. If 
the House thought it a judicious expenditure of 


could do so. 


| Mr. BURGES referred to the importance of the | 
1 || reports. 
against the Executive, in this particular, were 1 


The people, he contended, should be 
made acquainted with their contents. 


_ they to procure this information? Were they to 


them with it? The papers would never publish 
the whole of the reports and documents. 
would, as has been said, publish only so much as 
would suit their particular views. The truth 


the gentleman from New York (Mr. Bearpstey] 
had overestimated the length of the documents. 
This was, however, immaterial. He did not think 
that the House should withhold from the pedple 
desirable information from the paltry considera- 
tion that by so doing it would be a saving of their 
own money. He could not accord in the state- 
ment that a large portion of our documents never 
| left the city. It was true that there were some 


trifling reports and bills which were never looked | 
at, and, as a matter of course, not sent away. 


He was opposed to all attempts to save money, 


where they were intended to stifle information, or | 


withhold it from the people. In conclusion, he 


ports and documents, and thirty thousand copies 
of the reports without the documents. He thought 
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the public money to order a large number, they | 


How were || 


look for it in the newspapers, or should they not | 
rather look to the types of this House to furnish | 


They || 


elicited by the reports could only be furnished to | 
the people by publishing the volumes. He thought | 


proposed to print five thousand copies of the re- || 
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no member who desired to inform the peonle on 
the subject, could object to the number which he 
had proposed. 

Mr. LANE said, that believing, as he did, that 
the report was interesting and important—the re- 
sult of a laborious investigation by a committee of 


this House—a result to which the people looked 
with solicitude—he felt bound to vote for printing 
the largest number named by the gentleman trom 


Massachueetts, [Mr. Brices.} 

It had been said by several honorable gentle- 
men, that the newspapers would publish all that 
the people were interested in knowing, and there- 
fore any extra number of copies would be a use- 
less expense of public money. 

It was well known that the newspapers would 
publish such extracts as would suit their own 
views, and the result would be to confuse, not to 
inform the public. Justice to the people and to 
the department, requires that the entire report 
should be exhibited. He wished that it was pos- 
sible to place it in the hands of every individual, 
that each might examine and decide for himself. 
It had been said that the people would not read the 
report if placed before them. The peopie are not 
so indifferent about the administration of any 
department of the Government—much less so as 
to the administration of the General Post Office— 
which addresses itself moreimmediately and more 
universaliy than any other to their feelings and 
interests. They will read it with care, and they 
can best judge of its course, who see its operations 
and feel its benefits. 

Shall the important conclusions of this commit- 
tee go forth in the newspapers, unaccompanied 
by the facts which indicate the origin, the prog- 
ress, and the extent of the evils that are men- 
tioned? Shall! the responsibility of these evils be 
thus unjustly cast upon the persons administering 
the department, instead of the true cause—the 
defects in the organization originally prescribed 
by law? The same errors have existed from the 
origin of the department. The immense increase 
of mail routes called for by the rapid improvement 
of our country, and incessantly urged by members 
of this House, have developed their injurious 
practical operation. The distinguished individual 
who directs that department, has merely followed 
in the footsteps of his predecessors in office. 
Anxious to administer the department so as to 
extend its benefits to every part of our country, 
the defective legal organization has prevented him 
from keeping the immense business of the depart- 
ment under his own eyes. 

It should be clearly understood, and carefully 
remembered that these errors have been confined 
mainly to a subdivision—to the fiscal branch of 

' the department. Whenever errors have been made 
obvious, | understand that they have been reme- 
died, as far as was possible, under the present 
laws. 

During the last two years most of the errors 
admitting correction have ceased to exist; and to 
those acquainted with the business of the depart- 
| ment, in two of its most important divisions, it is 
well known that an energetic and accurate system 
has been applied, that under proper legal pro- 
visions will enable the Postmaster General to place 
the department on that high ground suited to its 
| importance. Fs 
Enable the people to make these discrimina- 
| tions. The friends of the Postmaster General, the 
supporters of the Administration, are those most 
interested in the wide circulation of this report. 

Shall it be said that a Democratic majority, 
| whose leading principles are the correction of 
_abusee, the simplification of public business, and 
|| its full exhibition to the people, object to the pub- 
lication of this report? He trusted not. | 

The inquiry had been made by direction. of a 
| Democratic majority of this House; the report had 
| been made by the Democratic majority of that 
committee; it exhibited abuses which had existed 
under every Administration. On that report it 
| was our duty to act. Let the report go to our 
constituents, that they may judge whether our 
conduct in reference to these abuses keeps pace 
with the professions by which we are pledged to 
reform them. 

Mr.CROCKETT said I belong to the Commit- 
tee on the Accounts of the House. We yesterday 
examined the accounts of this committee, and 


| 
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ascertained that it cost more than $25,000 to get 
this report. What use would it be then if it was 
not sent out? | want to see it in every neighbor- 
hood, I made charges four years ago against this 
Post Office Department. was hissed, sir, for 
domg so. In the report of the committee, 
charges are fully, and more than realized. 


been called factious. 
information from this House. 
report made yesterday more than realizes all my 
charges against the department. I move to print 
fifty thousand copies without the documents. 


They are unnecessary. I do not want to leave the | 
publication of the reports to the hireling news- 


papers, which just pick out enough to suit their 
purposes. 


Mr. H. EVERETT said the gentleman from | 


Tennessee (Mr. Crockett) was mistaken. The 
whole expense of the investigation did not amount 
to more than $2,500. It had been made with the 
strictest regard to economy. 

Mr. STODDERT did not rise to say anything 


in relation to the number of the reports which | 


should be printed. Ele would never be in favor 
of excluding light from the people. The history 
of Congress, he believed, did not present a case 
like the present, where a committee, constituted 
as this was, in an extensive investigation, had been 
enabled to concur, so generally, as regarded facts 
and results. The reports contained an authentic 
view of the facts—the very evidence which the 
people would desire to see. The committee had 
extracted the kernel and thrown away the husk. 
He therefore thought it wholly unnecessary to 
print more than the usual number of the docu- 
ments accompanying the reports. If the gentle- 
man from Rhode Island was desirous of extending 
information on the subject to as many as possible, 
his object would be better answered by applying 
the amount which it would cost to print the five 
thousand extra copies of the documents, to the 
publication of an additional number of the reports. 

Mr. BARRINGER thought a sufficient number 
of the reports and documents should be printed to 


supply the clerk’s offices and the publishers of | 


newspapers in the country. This could not be 
effected by a less number than five thousand copies. 

Mr. EVERETT, of Vermont, said he had 
understood that the expense of printing three 


x j 
report on this eubject, in another quarter, had | 


The people wished to have | 
I repeat, that the | 





i 


| without an examination of the re 


| declaring that the whole department is so rotten | 


| members of the committee who made these re- 
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tocondemn. If anything is wrong, but has cir- | 
cumstances connected with it which ought to be 
received as palliations, I shall insist upon those 
circumstances having due weight. But whatever 
is right, although alleged to be wrong, whether 
the charge be made by political enemies, or those 
who were political tiende upon the surface, he | 
would be prepared to defend to the last. 
What are we about to do here? We are asked | 
to vote for the printing of fifty thousand copies of 
these reports, without knowing one word of their 
contents. They have not been read. All we 
know of them 1s, that they are against the depart- || 
ment. Sir, 1 go against this system. I will not 
thus legislate in the dark upon any question. 
What have we seen in another part of this 
Capitol? I speak of what I learn from the news- 
papers; everybody knows they are good author- 
ity. A report was made there by a majority and 
a minority of a committee. Before they could be 
printed and laid upon their or our tables, a bill is 
passed, which has come down to this House, to || 
reorganize the whole Post Office Department. 
Thus passing sentence of condemnation upon it 
rts of their || 


committee, or hearing one word in defence. Thus | 


and corrupt that reformation is impossible; and i] 
it must, therefore, be thrown into the mill and 
ground over anew. The passage of the bill is | 
claimed by the party press of this city, and under- 
stood by the country, to be such a condemnation. | 
Are we to follow this example? Is this the | 
system to be established in this country? Sir, | 
(said he,) I have the most perfect respect for the 





| ports; but I will not legislate upon the report of | 


any committee without hearing the other side. 


| department without the persons implicated having 
| an opportunity to cross-examine? May not many | 


, that department? 


things, seemingly wrong, be satisfactorily ex- || 
plained by cross-examination, or by further testi- || 
mony? Lat us hear before we strike. Whoever || 
heard of a great department of the Government | 
being reorganized without consulting the head of |, 
If there be defects in its organ- | 
ization, who so competent to point them out and | 


| suggest improvements as the man whose experi- | 


| 


thousand copies of the reports and accompanying || 


documents would amount to about $10,000. 

Mr. HAMER said, if there was any business 
which ought to be done by human beings in the 
dark, it was not the business of legislation. Those 
who undertake to prescribe rules for the action of 
themselves and others, ought at least to have some 
light upon the subjects with regard to which they 
propose to legislate. 

It had become a very common thing to traduce 
the Post Office Department. It was fashionable 
to condemn it. There seemed to be a general in- 
clination to bear it down. For one, he was not 
disposed to join in the general ‘*hue and cry”’ 
against the department. He concurred-entirely 
with his honorable friend from Kentucky [Mr. 
Jounson] in the observations he let fall the other 
day. ‘He had known the Postmaster General 
long, and known him well. He had the most 
implicit confidence in his honor and integrity, both 
asa public man and privatecitizen. Entertaining 
this opinion of him, he would not condemn him, 
until he had the most unquesfionable evidence of 
the impropriety of his conduct. 

He said he did not know, and therefore would 
not say, but there might have been subordinate 
officers in the department, who were not honest. 
He would not say for he did not know, but these 
subordinates might have presented statements to 
the Postmaster General which had deceived him, 
and upon which he might have made orders that 
were detrimental to the public interests. But itis 
time enough to condemn him when we have heard 
the proof. It was time enough for him to con- 
demn him, when he had heard the evidence and 
heard the defence, and the commentary upon that 
evidence. When the whole subject shall be pre- 
sented; the reports printed and laid on our tables; 
when we have had time to read and deliberate 
upon them, and have heard the department in 
reply, then we should be prepared to act. What- 


ence has brought them repeatedly before him? || 
Does any one believe that if we order fifty thou- || 


| sand copies of these reports to be printed we shall || 


| 


receive them during the present session? Every | 
man here knows we shall not. Do we not know || 
that the reports ordered to be printed by the | 
Senate, at the last session, were travelling through | 
the country during the wholesummer? They had 


| to be sent first to the members, and then taken up, | 
| franked, and sent off by mail again to different | 


portions of the country; thus aiding to burden and | 
break down the very department which they as- 
sailed. It will be an immense expense incurred 
for no real substantial benefit to the country. 

We are all aware that abstracts of these reports | 
will be circulated in the newspapers everywhere | 
for the information of the people. Now, there | 
ought to be a sufficient number of the reports || 
through the several districts of country to enable || 
any one to correct errors or misrepresentations || 
that may creep into the abstracts. That is enough; | 
all beyond that is unnecessary. I shall, therefore, | 
vote for the smallest number proposed. | 

Mr. REED was in favor af polntiog the largest || 
number. He expressed his surprise at some of || 
the remarks of the gentleman who preceded him, || 
(Mr. Hamer,] who had appealed to ‘* hear before |, 
we strike.’? He would ask what course the gen- 
tleman would have the House pursue? A com- 
mittee had been appointed by the House to exam- || 
ine the condition of the Post Office Department, || 
and the result of its investigation should now be 
published to the country. . 

Mr. SMITH said: Mr. Speaker, I think it was 
well remarked that it became this House to look 
well to its own extravagant expenditures at the | 
moment when they are about to impute to other | 
departments of the Government extravagances of | 
an extraordinary character. Sir, 1 ask the gen- 
tlemen who propose to print the extra number of |. 
these documents proposed, whether they have 
counted the cost?) Has any gentleman who has 








soever is wrong, said he, shall be among the first || addressed the House in favor of so large a number 


but I take the lowest estimate. 
| thousand volumes will cost no less, upon an aver- 


|| documents, 
_make a volume of from one hundred and fifty to 


| — through the newspaper organs. 


| sion that garbled statements will 
| people misled? The very character of the report, 
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made an estimate satisfactory to his mind of the 
amount of cost which he proposes to impose upon 
the country? I have made an estimate, which, to 
my mind, is satisfactory against the printing of 
either number of documents proposed; I lay aside 
the number suggested by the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee (Mr. Crocker] as being wholly beyond 
the inclinatton probably of every other member of 
the House. I take the proposition of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, and invite the House to 
consider for a moment whether it be not of an 
extravagant character. 

I understand the proposition to be to print five 
thousand extra copies of each report, and the 
several documents appended thereto. The House 


| has already been informed by one of the honorable 


members of the Post Office Committee [Mr. 


_ Bearps ey] that these reports and accompanying 
| documents will certainly make two full-sized oc- 

_tavo volumes, consequently this will make ten 
| thousand volumes. 


\ ther gentlemen, however, 
have said that they will amount to three volumes; 
Now, these ten 


age, according to the best information I have been 
able to obtain, than three dollars per volume; for 
asmaller number, say six or seven hundred, which 
is the ordinary number, the cost per volume will 
be near five dollars. Take the number pro- 
posed, in all probability the price cannot be re- 


|, duced to less than three dollars per volume, and 


here it is at once a cost of $30,000. The gentle- 
man further proposes to print twenty thousand 
extra copies of the two reports alone, without the 
It has been said that even these will 


two hundred pages, and if we estimate the cost at 


+ : : vary ‘ . , only adollara volume, you will have an additional 
ave they not examined witnesses against the | 


charge of $20,000, at the least, making an aggre- 
gate of $50,000 for the publication of one single 
report ! 

Sir, let me ask, are gentlemen prepared for this? 
Is the country prepared for this? Suppose even 
you go to the extent proposed, what good will be 
produced? Five thousand copies of the entire 
work, divided among the members of this House, 
will not net to them, after reserving the epee | 
copies for the Capitol, more than ten sets to eac 
member; and of the twenty thousand reports, the 
net amount of each member for his district will fall 
short of forty copies. Now then, after you have 
expended your $50,000 in the publication of this 
report, and you get forty copies of the report 
without the documents, and ten copies with them, 
for each district, put the question home to the con- 
stituents of any gentleman, and ask them whether 
they approve of such an expenditure under the 
pretence of furnishing such limited means of in- 
formation to their district? Whatever the motive 
may be, they will denounce it as an extravagant 


| expenditure. 


ut, say gentlemen, the information cannot be 
Why not? 
oes any gentleman doubt that all the material 
information in each of these reports will be fur- 
nished to the people through the newspapers? 
What is the objection? Why, forsooth, that they 
will garble—to use the language of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts—that they will garble the re- 
ports, and present only such extracts as will suit 
theit own individual feelings or purposes. But 
the same gentleman has also told us that the report 
is of such an extraordinary character that it comes 
with the concurrence of both branches—the major- 
ity and the minority of the committee. Why, Mr. 
Speaker, if the report be the result of so much 
unanimity, where can be the Sanges or apprehen- 
e made, and the 


as represented by those in favor of the larger num- 
ber, precludes the possiblity of the danger sug- 
an as an atgument in favor of printing that 
large number. 

But, again, sir; the report being in itself the 
result almost of unanimity in the committee, and 
it being agreed on all sides, that all that is now 
necessary is legislation, where can be the great 


| utility of multiplying copies of this report at such 


an extraordinary expense to the Treasury? Let 
me submit this proposition to those gentlemen 
who are for printing so large a number, since it is 
acknowledged on all sides that legislation only is 





f 
i 
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now neceeenty: ‘Whether it would not be better for || number of documents which this and the other | 


this House to legislate and perform its own duty, || 
and then distribute among the people the results |) 
of our own labors, rather than distribute among || 
the people information as to the mode in which || 
we have performed those duties? Let the gentle- | 
men do this, and I will go with heart and hand in || 
multiplying copies to any extent. But no; not- || 
withstanding gentlemen are prepared to admit that 
there is a defect in the Post Office laws—notwith- 
standing they are prepared to admit that legisla- 
tion is what is necessary—notwithstanding all || 
agree that legislation must be the next step upon | 
this subject, instead of going to work and legis- | 
lating and supplying the needful for the best inter- | 
ests of the people, they stop short by multiplying | 
reports upon reports, exposing the necessity of | 
such legislation. Sir, does this look like a com- 
mendable pursuit, for the best interests of the 
people? It is withholding from the people that to | 
which they are entitled. 
But there is another objection to the printing of | 
so large a number of these reports, and that is | 
overburdening the mails, and thereby increasing | 
the difficulties and. embarrassments of a depart- | 
ment you say isdefectivealready. Youareabout | 
to impose an additional tax upon it, in order to 
weigh it down; for it is a tax upon the Post Office 
Department to require it to distribute so large a | 
number of heavy volumes throughout the coun- | 
try. I respectfully ask if it be the intention of 
gentlemen to break down this department at all | 
events, by imposing upon it additional burdens, | 
while they, at the same time, admit it is already 
unable to sustain itselfnow? Sir, the very expense 
of distributing those volumes is, in itself, a suffi- 
cient objection; especially as there cannot be a | 
doubt that all the information will come to the 
people through the ordinary channel—the public | 
ress. : 

, Another reason has been given in favor of the 
proposition, that there is an extraordinary excite- || 
ment throughout the country upon this subject. || 
That the people want information about it. Let || 
me ask, sir, how has this excitement been pro- } 
| 





duced? Does not every gentleman understand 
perfectly well how statements are manufactured 
and worked up so as to produce excitement among | 
the people? Need I remind them of the events of 
the preceding year? But, sir, call the attention of 
this House to any one department of the Govern- 
ment, and lay- bare its extravagances; open the 
blinds and windows, and let the people look in 
fully and freely, and you will create an excite- 
ment. I fear not to say, that I do not believe 
there is a single department of this Government 
which, if laid bare to the people, would not pro- 
duce excitement; yet gentlemen cry out upon the 
Post Office Department alone, and hold it up as a 
subject worthy of every exaggeration, while at the 
same time they seek to throw upon it the addi- | 
tional burden and expense of distributing thousands 
upon thousands of ponderous documents. Mr. 
Speaker, suppose the people could be called to | 
the extravagance of our own House in the matter | 
of printing alone; think you, sir, they would not 
be excited? If they will turn to the sixth docu- 
ment, published at the present session of Con- 
gress, in which the Clerk of this House exhibits 
the expenditures of the House, they will discover | 





that up to the 30th of November, last year, the 
expenses of the last session of this very Congress, 
for printing alone, were $71,725, and the printing 
ordered last session had not then all been com- 
pleted! Prior to this time many additional thou- 


sand dollars have been expended to complete the || 
Why, this amount || 


printing ordered last session. 
1s almost enough to place the Post Office Depart- 
ment high and dry, and beyond the reach of embar- 
rassment. Besides, what do we propose to effect 
by the distribution of these reports? | will not go so 
far as to say that we propose to do away with the 
possibility of legislating in reference to the Post 
Office Department at the present session; but all 
we do propose, is to lay open the enormities and 
abuses of that department, and to do this we are 
to expend an additional sum of $50,000, and then 
not able to furnish one out of five hundred to our 
constituents! Why, the extra expenses of the 
Post Office Department, about which gentlemen 
have been so much disposed to complain, have 
been, in a great measure, occasioned by the extra 
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|, tleman from Massachusetts. 
| complain of the expense of printing because 
| benefit resulted from it; but if the gentleman from 
|| Maine had attacked the gaudy drapery around the 
| Speaker’s chair, fit only for a company of strolling 


|| said, to prolon 


House of Congress combined have ordered to be 

rinted and distributed throughout the country. 
Your mails are laden down with your extra doc- 
uments, and what is the necessary consequence ? 
Why, that the mail contractor comes forward and 
complains, saying to the department, ‘since | 
‘entered into my contract the weight of the mails 


| £19 increased four fold, and it is utterly impracti- | 


‘cable for me to continue carrying them for the 


|| sum agreed upon; [ must therefore have an extra 


‘allowance, or else I shall be compelled to give up 
‘my contract; and if | do, no man can come and 
‘do it even at the extra sum.’? Who is to blame? 
Not the Postmaster General. If the necessity 
exists, and if Congress, or either branch of it, 
persists in loading down the mails with heavy, 
voluminous, and in most instances, useless docu- | 
ments, extra allowances must be given to the mail 


contractors for carrying them. Thus the evil | 


falls back upon ourselves, and if the people of this 


country have not already reflected sufficiently | 
upon this subject, so as to understand it, the time, | 


I trust, is not far distant, when they will so under- 
stand it; and in the same proportion as you over- 


load the mails with these extra copies of ponder- | 
ous documents, will members of Congress them- | 
selves be held accountable by the people, and the | 


Post Office Department be acquitted, even if it be 
overwhelmed in bankruptey. This would be no 
more than justice. 

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I will reiterate that 
I am opposed to the printing of any extra number 


of these reports beyond the number specified by | 
the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Bearpstey,] | 
who, as one of the committee, we may suppose is | 
conversant in the matter, and who thought two | 
| thousand would be sufficient. 


Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, said that there 
was no evidence adduced before the committee 
that any extra allowance had been made in conse- 
quence of the mail having to carry an extra num- 
ber of congressional documents. 

Mr. SMITH said it was an inference drawn 
from facts that were known to every one. 

Mr. MERCER regretted that the gentleman 
from Maine had occupied so much time. Mr. M. 
said he should vote for the proposition of the gen- 
He said he did not 


players, or the expense of keeping up a large and 
useless hall, Mr. M. would have concurred with 
him; but he did not conceive the printing of use- 


|| ful documents for the information of the people, 
| extravagance at all. 
|| so low a tone of voice, and so frequently varies his 
|| position, sometimes turning his back to the chair, || 


{Mr. M. always speaks in 


that it is rarely the reporter can catch consecutive 


words enough to convey even the purport of the | 


| honorable member’s remarks. ] 

Mr. BURGES rose to repel the charge that this 
House loaded the mail to such an extent as to 
cause or to increase the derangements in the Post 
Office Department. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, did not rise, he 

the debate, for perhaps he also 
might subject himself to a similar lecture in regard 
to his duty that had been bestowed upon his friend 
from Maine. However that might be, Mr. M. 
had been in the habit of expressing his opinions 
| without much regard as to whether they suited 


the particular views of other gentlemen or not; |: 


he should do so on the present occasion. 

The proposition under consideration was to 
| print five thousand copies of the report and ac- 
| companying documents, and twenty-five thousand 
| copies of the report alone. A member of the Post 
| Office Committee has told the House that in all 
| probability the whole will make three octavo 
| volumes; another gentleman estimated them at 
| five volumes. Take them at three volumes, this 

would make about fourteen thousand five hundred 
'and eighty, giving to each member a little over 
| sixty volumes. For a long time Congress had 
| been ardently engaged in collecting a public library 

worthy of the nation, and which should be an 
| ornament to the country, and it does contain the 
' various branches of history and legislation of most 
| civilized nations, and has in it, together with all 
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the documents of our own country, and all the 
worke appertaining to every part of science, about 
twenty-two thousand volumes. Now, what were 
we about to do? To print fourteen thousand five 
hundred and eighty volumes, or, in all probability a 
much larger number, sufficient to line the hall im 
which they were sitting, nearly as many as the 
library they had been so long engaged in torming, 
to distribute al] over the number. We were told 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts, that our 
constituents read all these documents, and that the 
gentieman’s own constituents read them. Now, 
Mr. M. would venture to predict, that the gentle- 
man himself had never yet read so many books 
printed by that House as the document in ques- 
tion would amount to. He doubted if there was 
a member there who had patience to wade through 
such a mass of documents. He could see no 
utility in printing so large a humber. While they 
were undertaking to correct abuses in other de- 
partments of the Government they were themselves 
lavishing thousands in useless printing. He could 
see no practical utility whatever in publishing eo 
large a number of these documents, except that 
of giving the printer a job that would last through- 
out the whole recess. No one was more willing 
than Mr. M. that constituents should have all the 
information possible upon every subject; but this 
| was one which they would obtain through the 
ordinary channels, without putting the country to 
|, such an expense. He hoped the number would 
|| not exceed one, instead of five thousand; and he 
|| was sure that one thousand would furnish to every 
member as many copies as he could send to con- 
stituents who would read them. 

Mr. BRIGGS said if the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Many] intended to insinuate that Mr. 
B. had any such motive in view by his proposition 
| as that of patronising the public printer, the gentle- 
| man was widely mistaken. Mr. B. had made the 
| proposition from a deep conviction that the im- 
| portance of the a and the expectations of 
| the people demanded it. Nor was he to be deter- 
|| red from persevering in it by the gentleman's 
| ringing the tocsin of party, by saying that the in- 
|| tention is to patronise the public printer. Mr. B. 
|| thought the number he had indicated few enough. 
| A word in reply to the gentleman from Maine. 
|The gentleman went into a cool, deliberate, and 
| mathematical calculation, to show how much per 
| document the printing would amount to; that it 
| would cost each of his and my constituents the 
| enormous amount of nearly four mills a head! 
| Another argument of the gentleman he thanked 
| him for: and if it was in Mr. B.’s power he would 
| tell it to the gentleman’s constituents. Hehoped, 
| however, the reporters would do it. The gentle- 
| man said, if the people cf this country could look 
| through the windows and see the expenses of 
| 


| 
| 
| 


every department in the Government, they would 
| be excited. The gentleman said this in the sin- 
| cerity of his heart, and he thanked him for it. Mr. 
| B. made some further remarks, and concluded by 
hoping the House would adopt his proposition. 

r. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, remarked, that 
in his opinion the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
Smirn) was mistaken in saying that nothing more 
than legislation was necessary. Mr. J.’s opinion 
was, that abuses existed throughout the depart- 
ment, from the time the present head came into 
‘offiee. Nocomplaints were heard of the former 
| administration of this department, but it was then 
|| ably and economically administered. The abuses 
|| arose out of the present administration of the Post 
|| Office, and the public would not be satisfied, nor 
| would the abuses be removed by an act of Con- 
| gress, but by the removal of the head of the Post 
| Office Department. Mr. J. considered the present 
| Postmaster General totally incompetant to dis- 
| charge the duties of his office. Whether the 
| abuses arose from ignorance or incapacity, the 
| 





effect was the same; the abuses could only be 
| removed by the removal of incompetent officers. 
| He was in favor of diffusing the information as 
| widely as possible, so that the people might see 
| how the thousands had been wasted; for, if not, 
| and that House passed an act without giving the 
|| people an opportunity of looking into the matter, 
| they might think the abuses sprung out of some 
| defect of the existing laws, instead of from the 
| mal-administration of the Postmaster General. He 
| believed that as long as that officer and his present 
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were passed, the abuses would continue to exist. 

With regard to the reports of the committee of 
investigation, he was in favor of the largest num- 
ber. It was a document that ought to be distrib- 
uted throughout every part of the United States, 
in every congressional district, and in every coun- 
ty; and published in every village newspaper in 
the country. 

Mr. BOON eaid that he wished to say a very 
few words for Buncombe. He said that gentlemen 
on this floor had stated in their places that the 
subject under consideration was one of great 
interest—that it had created much excitement 


among the people of the country. Grantit, Mr. | 


Speaker, (said Mr. B.,) and I put it to honorable 
gentlemen to say whether the mere printing of the 
report made by the Post Office Committee will 
remedy the evils which are complained of. Sir, 
i represent on this floor an intelligent people, who 
will look to Congress for a correction of those 
abuses which are so much complained of, should 
they be found to exist, rather than the mere print- 
ing of a report having reference to the past. The 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Briees] has 
told this House how vastly important itis that the 
people should have correct information on this 
subject. Mr. Speaker, | am myself emphatically 
a ** People’s’? man, willing at all times that they 
should have all necessary information on all sub- 
jects in which they may have an interest. But, 
sir, | am not in the habit of reiterating the fact, 
either here or elsewhere, least I might subject 
myself to the charge of being a political demagogue. 
If gentlemen are sincere in their professions on the 
subject of giving information to the people gener- 
ally, let them authorize the printing of a sufficient 
number of the report and accompanying docu- 
ments to have a copy put into’the hands of each 
and every freeman in the United States. Any 
thing short of this would be partial in its operation. 
i am willing, Mr. Speaker, thata reasonable num- 
ber of the report and documents together should 
be printed and sent among the people of the coun- 
try. But I am not willing to vote for the printing 
of so great a number as has been proposed; nor, 
sir, am I willing to vote for the printing of a 
greater number of the report than that of the 
accompanying documents. 
declare that I have the most unlimited confidence 
in the members who compose the Post Office Com- 
mittee, without any regard to political distinction, 
i cannot consent to vote for the printing and send- 
ing abroad a greater number of the report than of 
the proof upon which it is predicated; believing, as 
i do, that it would be an act of injustice on my 
part towards the much-abused head of the Post 
Office Department. 

Mr. JACKSON, of Connecticut, considered 
that if there was any one department more than 
another upon which the people wished to be illu- 
minated it was that of the Post Office aera. 
Admitting, for the sake of argument, that much 
extravagant expenditure had been manifested in 
printing documents by that House, the objection 
could not, he conceived, apply to the case under 
consideration, because its object was to apply a 


remedy to almost universally admitted existing | 


abuses, and it wasa question on which the people 

felt peculiar interest. It was highly necessary 

that the people should understand what were the 

— of the complaints against the department. 
f 


founded upon mal-administration or corruption, | 


to remove the officers; if, on the contrary, the 
abuses arise from the peculiar organization of the 


department, it was important that the fact should | 


be broughtto light. In every point of view, there- 
fore, he conceived the House could not stand justi- 
fied in refusing the proposition of the honorable 
gentleman from Massachusetts, and deeming it 
reasonable, he should, therefore, give it his cordial 
support. 

Mr. VANDERPOEL said he opposed the print- 
ingofan extraordinary number of these documents 
as © waste of the public funds. He would be the 
last to oppose the promulgation of important in- 
formation to the people; but, if thirty or forty 
thousand of these books—these large volumes 
were printed, how many would reach the great 
mass of the people by such means? He was for 
curtailing the enormous expenses of the Govern- 
ment, and he called on the friends of the Admin- 


While I am free to | 
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large number of copies of the reports and docu- | 
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assistants continued in office, no matter what laws | istration, economy, and of retrenchment, to go || 





with him in that curtailment. 

Mr. SLADE expressed his surprise at the oppo- || 
sition which has been manifested to printing the 
report of a committee, organized and appointed 
by the friends of the Administration. 

Mr. CONNOR said the committee had been 
appointed by the House, and not bya party. He 
believed they had also discharged their duty, 
without reference to party or political feeling. 

Mr. SLADE still believed the majority of the | 


| committee were the friends of the present Admin- | 


istration, and of the department whose conduct | 
they were appointed to investigate. He spoke, | 
also, of the expense of the publication of the doc- | 
to be a minor consid- 

eration when compared with their importance. 
Mr. PEARCE also advocated the printing of a 


ments. He deprecated the allusions which had | 
been made to the profits which it might be sup- 
osed the public printer would acquire by the pub- || 
ication. He spoke at some length on the import- | 
ance of the dissemination of these reports among 
the people, who certainly demanded it. ] 
Mr. SMITH, of Maine, again addressed the | 


| House in explanation of his former remarks, and || 
_in reply to those of Messrs. Mercer, Brices, 


, and Burces. 


| Wuirt.esey,] to say a few words. 


_ there was some little misapprehension on the part 





| been owing to the publication of documents by 


j 
j 





| increase or not, the committee regarded as quite 


| mittee that an extra allowance of $10,000 had been | 
| made on the route from Philadelphia to Pittsburg, 


_ the representation of the contractor, sustained by 
| petitions and letters from others. 


| either route, there was any direct evidence to the 
| fact of an increase in the weight in consequence 
| of the publication of documents, or of any publi- 
| cations whatever emanating from this city. 


| nothing;) the Postmaster General being, in their 


Mr. BEARDSLEY felt called upon, as a mem- 
ber of the committee, and especially after what 
had fallen from the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. | 
That gen- 
tleman and himself (he thought) could not differ 
essentially on the fact referred to; and he presumed 


of the honorable member from Maine, [Mr. 
Situ,] so far as related to an increased expense 
on the part of the Post Office Department, in con- 
sequence of an increased weight of the mails by 
public documents. It appeared before the com- 





which allowance was made on the representation | 
of the carrier alone; at least there was no other 
evidence whatever furnished to the committee that | 
the Postmaster General had acted on any evidence | 
but a letter from the mail contractor. 

did not, nor did the evidence before the commit- 
tee, discriminate between an increase in weight by 
newspapers, letters, or packages. 

There was another case in which extra allow- 
ance was made, but not from the weight of the 
mailalone. It was the mail between Baltimoreand | 
Wheeling; that allowance was made, also, upon | 


assumed by the contractor, in that application, was | 
an increase of the weight of the mail on that route; 
but Mr. B. could not call to mind, at that moment, 
whether the increased weight was alleged to have 


Congress or not. The evidence before the com- 
mittee showed that there was an increase, and the 
Postmaster General, unquestionably, relied upon 
the representations he had received to establish 
that fact, and accordingly made the extra allow- 
ance. Mr. B did not remember that, in relation to 


But 
there was some evidence—he would not say satis- 


factory—yet there was some evidence given before | 


the committee to establish the fact that the weight 
of the mails had been greatly increased on both 
routes. But the fact, whether there was such an 


immaterial, (he alluded to the report of the major- 
ity, for of the opinions of the minority he knew 


judgment, unauthorized, under the act of Congress 
regulating the Post Office Department, to make 
an extra allowance of one single cent on any such 
ground. Entertaining that upinion, he paid very | 
little attention himself to the evidence which went | 


to prove or to disprove the fact of increased || 


weight. If it were proved to weigh five tons, as | 
the law stood, the Postmaster General possessed | 
no authority to make any extra allowance what- 
ever. 

While up, Mr. B. would makea remark or two | 
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in consequence Of what fell from the gentlem 
from Louisiana, (Mr. Jounson.] That Seotlenen 


ascribed all the abuses and embarrassments of the 


| Post Office Department solely and exclusively to 


its present administration. ot to the President 
of the United States, nor to any other department; 
but Mr. B. anderstood the gentleman to say that 
the abuses and enormities were all chargeable to 
the present Postmaster General. Now, it was but 
justice to that individual, to the public, and to 
the committee, to say, that to whatever conclusion 
the committee may have come, the suggestion 
made by the gentleman from Louisiana should 


| not be allowed to go abroad without explanation. 


Mr. B. then took upon himself to say that the 
papers produced before the committee, the com- 
munications they had received, and the evidence 
adduced, all showed most clearly and satisfacto- 
rily, that many, and indeed most, of the irregular- 
ities now prevailing in that department, prevailed 
also under the administration of that department 
which preceded the present one. He would not 
go so far as to say that they existed to the same 
extent, and the same degree, that they existed 
now; but the irregular course then marked out 
and adopted had been followed by the present in- 
cumbent; an irregular course clearly and decidedly 
so; and which, in Mr. B.’s estimation, had led to 
a very considerable, if not to the largest portion 


| of the wasteful expenditure of the public money 
| of which the public had a just right to complain. 


He particularly referred to the culpable practice 


| of amalgamated bids, extra allowances upon con- 


tracts founded on such bids, and other excesses 


of that nature, each and all of which prevailed to 
/agreater or less extent under the former as well 
| the present Postmaster General. 


Mr. B. did not 
intend to cast the slightest reflection upon the 
purity of purpose of the present or the preceding 
incumbent of that cffice. All he intended to say 
was, that the abuses existed before, and had de- 
scended to the present time, though not to the 
same extent; for they were certainly aggravated 
in later years. 

Mr. LYTLE said that he objected to the course 
that the debate had taken. If he understood the 
question properly, it had reference merely to the 
number of copies which should be printed of this 


| report; and yet it had taken a wide, and, in his 


judgment, an unwarrantable range. Gentlemen 
had been discussing the merits of the report before 
that report was" fairly before them. e should 
like to see it on the tables; and have time to read 
it, before he passed judgment on its contents, or 
expressed an opinion on the subject-matter to 
which it had reference. 

Upon the question, then, of printing an unusual 
number of extra copies, Mr. L. said he consid- 
ered any debate unnecessary, if the declaratione 
of the honorable gentleman from Louisiana were 
to be taken for granted—who, without any report 
before him, had undertaken to pass sentence of 


death on the department and its head—if they 


were really already convicted, he thought the time 
of the House would be misspent in deliberating on 


_ the question now before them, viz: the printing of 


the testimony by which the guilt or innocence of 
the accused should be decided. Gentlemen assure 


us that the people are to be enlightened on this 


subject, and through the medium of this report; 
and yet they tell us, in the same breath, that the 
poops understand the whole matter, and that 

ajor Barry must be dismissed, and the depart- 
ment reorganized. That the ‘‘ whole country 
believes in his guilt,” and the mismanagement of 
his department. Why, sir, what stuff is this? 
The people already enlightened! The culprit 
already condemned !—and yet the House called 
on to pay the enormous expense of printing fifty 
thousand extra copies, to show, I presume, that 
it was fairly done. Why, sir, for one, I enter 
my solemn protest against the whole procedure. 
This is, indeed, a new and most unrighteous mode 
of action in such cases—passing sentence of death 
upon a man and his whole department by. your 
speeches, and then printing fifty thousand extra 
copies of a report, by which, it is hoped, some- 
thing may be gleaned out of which these charit- 


| able decrees or predictions may be justified. 


Why, sir, (said Mr. L.,) the ordinary mode in 
this and in every Christian country, is to try first 


‘and convict afterwards, if the testimony exacts or 
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